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PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION 


THE origin, mode of composition, and mutual relations of 
the three Synoptic Gospels form so obscure and so complex 
a subject of inquiry that it has come to be generally known 
as the ‘Synoptic Problem’. Among the many modern 
attempts to deal with it, this volume has a limited and 
merely preparatory purpose, which I have tried to indicate 
upon its title-page. It is called by the plural name ‘ Horae 
Synopticae’, because, while it is the outcome of a good 
many hours spent in examination of the Synoptic Gospels 
and in tabulation of the results thus obtained, those 
results are presented separately and almost indepen- 
dently in the successive sections of the book, no attempt 
being made to combine them as foundations or supports of 
any system or theory. And the sub-title is ‘Contributions 
to the study’—rather than to the solution—‘of the 
Synoptic Problem’, because I have only been trying to help 
in that preliminary process of collecting and _ sifting 
materials which must be carried much further than it has 
yet been before we can be ready for the solution of the 
Problem—or, as I would rather express it, of such parts 
of it as are not now insoluble. For while it seems to me, 
on the one hand, that there are some aspects of it as to 
which we are not likely to advance beyond statements of 
conflicting probabilities, unless there are some fresh dis- 
coveries of documents in Egypt or elsewhere, on the other 
hand I believe that not a few conclusions—and those of 
the most important kinds—are likely to be made so clear 
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and so practically certain by the patient and careful investi- 
gations of the language of the Gospels which are now 
being carried on, that before very long they will meet with 
general acceptance.' 

My object, then, has been to collect and to exhibit facts 
with as small an admixture of theory as possible. In 
Part I there is, I think, scarcely anything that can be called 
theory. In Parts II and III, however, it was found that 
the occasional use of a ‘working hypothesis’ could not be 
dispensed with (as on p. 1117); and I have several times 
(as on pp. 81, 128, 152, 162, 185, 212, and in the Conclud- 
ing Summary) briefly stated or implied some inferences, 
without which the reason for introducing the facts and 
figures could hardly have been made clear. But I have 
suppressed, or at least reserved for another opportunity, 
some more detailed hypotheses and conjectures which had 
occurred to me, or had been recalled to me, in the course of 
the preparation of these pages. For some of them I think 
I could have claimed a fair amount of probability, and they 
might have made the book more interesting; but they 
would certainly have obscured its designed character of 
being mainly a collection of materials. | 

It may be said, perhaps, that these materials are not of 
a very solid and trustworthy nature, or at least that they 
are of such a kind that their value is likely to be over- 
rated, especially by the compiler of them. For they are to. 
a large extent statistical: and statistics are proverbially 
misleading, and proverbially liable to be made to ‘ prove 
anything.’ that is wished. No doubt there is this danger, 


* Professor Sanday speaks hopefully of the prospects of solution, both 
in his important supplement to the article ‘Gospels’ in Smith’s Dict. of 
the Bible, ed. 2, p. 1228, and in Jusfiration, p. 282. 

2 (These references are now made to the pages of the second edition. ] 
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however cautious and free from prejudice the compiler may 
try to be: and he should remember that he is particularly 
exposed to it when the field from which the statistics are 
collected is so small as it is in the present case. I can only 
say, first, that I have done my best to guard against this 
danger in various ways, and especially by bracketing words 
on which stress should not be laid, although their insertion 
in the lists was necessary (cf. pp. 2,178). Secondly, I 
would say that however misleading statistics may be, con- 
jectures unsupported by statistics are likely to be still more 
so, unless they are supported by evidence of other kinds, 
such as contemporary, or nearly contemporary, historical 
testimonies: and as to the Synoptic Gospels such evidence 
is very slight, being almost limited to St. Luke’s Preface 
(i. 1-4)? and to the well-known passage of Papias about 
Mark as the interpreter of Peter, and Matthew as the com- 
poser of the Logia.* Thirdly, some confidence in the 
statistical method, as here used, may be inspired by the 
general accordance of its results with such intimations as 
we gather from the words of St. Luke and of Papias, and 
(I venture to add, though the matter is too wide and too 
vague for proof, or even for discussion, here) with the 
general probabilities of the case, as they are suggested to 
us through such other means as we have at our command.® 

If I seem to have devoted a disproportionately large 
amount of space to some apparently minor matters, such 
as the use of the Historic Present * and of Conjunctions ® 


1 Of course these verses have been abundantly and minutely discussed by 
many commentators and others, as their unique importance and interest 
demand. A fresh and interesting examination of them will be found in Blass, 
Philology of the Gospels, pp. 7-20 (also, since then, in Zxfpos. Times, xviii. 395 |. 

2 The passage is given below, p. xiii. 

8 See e.g. the remark on the use of the Gospels in sub-apostolic times, 
p. 218, paragraph D. * pp. 143 ff. 5 pp. 137, 150 fff. 
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in St. Mark, and the comparatively slight differences 
between the language of St. Luke’s Gospel and of Acts,! it 
is because I wished to dwell especially on those points 
which, so far as I knew, had either been insufficiently 
worked out, or at least had not been put before English 
students in a distinct and easily available form. On the 
other hand, some important departments of the Synoptic 
Problem—such as the number and nature of the sources 
used by St. Luke only—have been passed over, merely 
because I could not see that any light would be thrown 
upon them by such statistics and observations as I had 
been able to put together. For of course the volume is far 
too small to make any pretensions to completeness, or to 
due proportion of contents, even as a collection of materials 
for students. 

Most of the following materials were originally drawn 
up for my own use. But Professor Sanday, having seen 
some of my papers, advised and encouraged the publication 
of them, as being likely to be useful to others who are 
working at the same subject. He has also very kindly read 
the proof-sheets of the book, and has made many helpful 
and valuable suggestions, for which Iam extremely grateful. 

My study of the language of the Gospels has generally 
been independent; but of course I have sometimes cor- 
rected or supplemented my own results by those of other 
writers. In so doing, I think my chief obligations have 
been to Dr. E. A. Abbott’s well-known article ‘ Gospels’ in 
Enc. brit., vol. x, and to Dr. Plummer’s Commentary on 
Sz. Luke, which enabled me to add about fifteen entries 
to the list of ‘words and phrases characteristic of’ that 


Gospel. 


1 pp. 177 ff. 
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In such lists as that to which I have just referred, there 
are probably many deficiencies and imperfections ; but 
perhaps other workers may be able to make use of them as 
foundations of more complete lists, or, if they are unwilling 
to do so themselves, may help me to do so by sending me 


notices of errors and omissions. 
pe Soe oP 


KELSTON LODGE, OXFORD, 
October, 1898. 


PREFACE TO THE SECOND 
EDITION 


VERY few prefatory words are required. For, although 
many more hours have been spent over the Synoptic 
Gospels with a view to this edition, it has not been with 
the intention of working in any fresh directions, but only 
with the hope of supplying some of the ‘ deficiencies’ and 
removing some of the ‘imperfections’ which, in the last 
words of the preceding preface, were spoken of as likely to 
be found in a work of this kind. 

Numerous small supplements have been made to many 
of the lists, and especially to those concerned with the 
characteristics of the three Synoptists, in order to render 
them as nearly complete as possible. 

I could not find more than a very few modifications or 
withdrawals that I ought to make, the only two of any 
importance being those referred to on pages 174 f. and 214. 

The Section (Pt. II, Sect. V) on the chief non-Marcan 
source used in the First and Third Gospels has been very 
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largely rewritten, not because of much change of opinion on 
my own part, but in order to avoid the appearance of a claim 
to more certainty than has yet been reached on this subject. 

I have only found occasions for a few references to the 
illustrations of the Kowyn Greek of the New Testament and 
LXX which are being drawn from the Papyri. No doubt 
many more will be suggested by such a work as the Lexicon 
which is promised by Drs. J. H. Moulton and G. Milligan, 
and some of the materials for which they are gradually 
publishing in the E2posttor. | 
a Ore 


KELSTON LODGE, OXFORD, 
September, 1909. 
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PRELIMINARY NOTICES AND 
EXPLANATIONS 


AN ‘Introduction’ of the usual kind is needless here, 
since the Table of Contents sufficiently indicates the nature 
of the separate ‘ Contributions to the study of the Synoptic 
Problem’ which the following pages contain. But the 
attention of those who use the ‘book is called to these 
notices and explanations :— 


I. 


The passage of Papias, which contains considerably the 
earliest external mention of any of the writers whose names 
are connected with our Gospels, is so often alluded to that 
it will be well to print it here for convenience of reference. 
Both text and translation are taken from Bishop Lightfoot’s 


Apostolic Fathers (1 vol. 1891), pp. 517, 529. 


And the Elder said this 
also: Mark having become 
the interpreter of Peter, 
wrote down accurately 
everything that he remem- 
bered,! without however re- 


Kat totro 6 mpeoBvrepos 
éxeye’ Mdpxos pev Eppnvevtys 
Ilérpov yevopevos, 60a euvnpo- 


n 4 bd 
vevoev, axpiB@s eypaev, ov 


pevro. TAEEL, TA UT TOD Xpiorod 

a / a) / + 

n AexPevta 7 mMpaxOevra. ovTE 
\ Li a BA 

yap nKovce Tod Kuplov, ovre 


mapnkorovdnoev abro, totepov 


cording in order what was 
either said or done by Christ. 
For neither did he hear the 
Lord, nor did he follow Him; 
but afterwards, as. I said, 


1 Dr. E. A. Abbott, in Zxc. Bz6/., ii. 1811, proposes and defends ‘ mentioned ’, 
or ‘taught from memory’, as a preferable translation of éuynydvevoev here, and 
also of dmeyynpdvevoev a few lines further on. 
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d€, as pny, [léerpw, ds mpos tas (attended) Peter,who adapted 
his instructions to the needs 
(of his hearers), but had no 
design of giving a connected 
Kuplakav Trotovpevos Adywy, accountof the Lord’s oracles." 
So then Mark made no mis- 
take, while he thus wrote 
otros éia ypayas ws dmeuvyy= down some things as he 
pdvevoev. évds yap enoujoaro ‘remembered them; for he 
made it his one care not to 
omit anything that he heard, 
or to set down any false 
avrois . . . Mardaios pév ody statement therein... So 
then Matthew composed the 
oracles in the Hebrew lan- 

- guage, and each one inter- 
as qv duvards Exacros. preted them as he could. 


xpelas €mouetro Tas bibacKaAlas, 


GAN’ odx @omEp ovvTagiw Tov 


@ore ovdey tuapte Mdpkos, 


, an ‘ e ¥ 
Tpovotayv, TOU pyndev @V NKOVTE 


mapadimeiy 7 Wedoacbal tr év 


“EBpatés Stadéxt@ Ta Adpa 


ovveypaaro, npunvevoe 8 avTa 


The passage is preserved for us by Eusebius (47st. Eccl, 
iii, 39), and his context makes it probable that the Presbyter 
John was the ‘Elder’ on whose authority Papias gives his 
notice of Mark, and presumably of Matthew also. The 
approximate date of the work of Papias may be given as 
A.D. 130. 


2. 

Nearly all the following tables were drawn up before the 
publication of Moulton and Geden’s Concordance. But they 
have been revised and checked with the help of it, and it is 
adopted as the standard as to orthography, order of words, 
&c. Where no other Concordance is named, it is assumed 
that this one will be in use: but in a few instances there will 
be found a reference to Bruder (ed. 1888), because in those 
cases his arrangement brings out more fully or clearly or 
conveniently the usage to which attention is being called. 


1 Or ‘sayings’, if with Lightfoot we read Adywyv, and not Aoyiwr. 
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3. 

The text used is Westcott and Hort’s (WH), with 
occasional reference to Tischendorf’s (Tisch, or T) and to 
that of the English Revisers (R). Various readings are 
noticed only in the most important cases, as where WH’s 
margin (mg) agrees with Tisch against their text, or where 
the matter in hand is directly affected by the variants. 
Attention has been also called to a few specially interesting 
Western readings, and some references made to the 
Sinaitic-Syriac version. 

4, 

In the Tables on pp. 4-29 ‘ Acts’ and ‘ Paul’ are placed 
in the columns next after ‘ Luke’, in order to draw attention 
throughout to the strong affinities which exist between the 
members of the Lucano-Pauline group of writings, and upon 
which more is said on pp. 189 ff. 


5. 


When ‘John’ is referred to, or placed at the head of © 
a column, only the fourth Gospel is meant: for it is 
important sometimes to bring out a similarity or contrast 
between this and the other /zstortcal books. Therefore the 
three Epistles of St. John, as well as the Apocalypse, had to 
be placed in the column headed ‘Rest of N.T.’ But no 
expression of opinion as to the authorship of any of those 
books is thus intended. Again, it has been found convenient 
to class thirteen Epistles under the heading ‘ Paul’, but no 
assumption is thus made as to the authorship and integrity 
of all those Epistles. And on pp. 191 f. a distinctive mark 
has been placed against words found only in the Pastoral 
Epistles. 

6. 

An inconsistent way of using the names of the Evangelists 
(or the abbreviations Mt, Mk, Lk) has been found unavoid- 
able: sometimes the Gospel itself as it stands, sometimes 
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the author or compiler of it, is thus denoted. But I hope 
that the context will always show at a glance which is 
meant. ° | 

7. 

The figures in thick type after the name of a book or 
writer (e.g. Matthew 6, Paul 12, Rev 8) mean that a word 
or phrase is used so many times in that book or by that 
writer. (In such cases ‘Luke’ includes only the third 
Gospel, the occurrences in Acts being enumerated separately ; 
and, as has been already said, ‘John’ includes only the 
fourth Gospel.) Similarly LXX 4, LXX 22, &c., denote 
that the word or phrase is used so many times in the 
Septuagint. 


HORAE SYNOPTICAE 


PART 4 


WorDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF EACH 
OF THE SYNOPTIC GOSPELS 


THAT two at least of the Synoptic Gospels are compila- 
tions is evident upon the face of them, because of the 
different ways in which the same materials are used. And 
there are other less obvious phenomena which support this 
conclusion. 

But before attempting to discover the number and the 
nature of the sources used by the compilers, and so to 
enter upon the most obscure part of the Synoptic Problem, 
the ground should be cleared as far as possible by a careful 
endeavour to discover how much in the Gospels is owing 
to those who used the sources. 

In trying thus to mark and to estimate the additions 
made independently by each of the authors or compilers, it 
is the most obvious and most usual course to lay stress on 
the words peculiar to each Gospel, and from them to judge 
of the style of the several writers. But though these are 
not to be overlooked (and lists of them, drawn up for 
another purpose, can be referred to on pages 199 ff. of this 
book), their importance for our present purpose may easily 
be over-estimated. For by far the larger number of them 
—viz. five-sevenths of those in Matthew and six-sevenths 
of those in Mark and Luke—are used only once; and in 
all three Gospels a smaller proportion than ten per cent. 
is used more than twice (viz. in Matthew 1o words out 
of 112, in Mark 4 out of 71, and in Luke 10 out of 261). 
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ae. Words and Phrases characteristic Pt. 

Now words that are not used more than once or twice 
cannot have very much weight as proofs of the habitual 
style of any writer. It is, therefore, much more important 
to examine words which are used more frequently, though 
it may not be exclusively, and to see which of them are 
used so predominantly in each Gospel as to be apparently — 
characteristic of each compiler, and therefore presumably 
due to him. 

To bring together such ‘characteristic words and 
phrases’ is the object of the first and most elaborate series 
of tables in this book. It will be seen that the number 
of them in Luke (151) exceeds by more than one-third the 
‘number in the slightly shorter Gospel of Matthew (95), 
which is more than twice as large as the number in the 
very much shorter! Gospel of Mark (41). 

In the case of each Gospel a few words are placed in 
brackets () as being less important than the rest, because 
they are mainly or entirely accounted for by the subject- 
matter, and therefore give little or no indication of the 
author’s style, although their insertion in the lists was 
required by the rules here adopted.” And there are some 
other entries marked +, on which, for various reasons, but 
little stress can be laid. On the other hand an asterisk * 
is prefixed to the most distinctive and important instances. 

In the columns headed ‘ Peculiar’ and ‘Common’ it is 
shown how often each word or phrase occurs respectively 
in those portions of each Gospel which have not, and in 


1 Nestle gives, on the authority of ‘American scholars’, the number 
of words in the Greek N. T. as being in Luke 19,209, in Matthew 18,222, 
in Mark 11,158. Textual Criticism of N. T., p. 48. 

2 No such rules can be quite satisfactory means of excluding all non- 
characteristic, and including all characteristic words. But of course it was 
necessary to adopt rules of some kind (and I think those here employed are 
as fair tests of what is ‘characteristic’ as can be devised), in order that 
the lists may be unaffected by one’s own views or opinions or ‘ personal 
equation’, I see that very similar rules were adopted in Carpenter and 
Harford-Battersby’s Hexateuch (1900) for the purpose of distinguishing words 
and ‘phrases characteristic of the various documentary sources (i. 183 f.). 
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those portions which have, parallels in one or both of the 
other Synoptic Gospels: and in the cases of Matthew and 
Luke, chapters i and ii have been kept separate from the 
other ‘ peculiar’ portions, and placed in a column of their 
own. For some of the results which are thus brought out, 
see pages 9, 14, 24, 26. 


SECTION I 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST. MATTHEW'S GOSPEL 


I propose to take as ‘characteristic’, words or phrases 
which occur at least four times in this Gospel, and which 
either (@) are not found at all in Mark or Luke, or which 
(0) are found in Matthew at least twice as often as in Mark 
and Luke together. 

95 such words and phrases are here collected and tabu- 
lated. On the grounds explained on page 2, 15 of them 
are bracketed, 9 are marked with }, and 14 with *. 

Chapters i and ii, containing 48 verses, have a column 
to themselves. The other passages regarded as ‘peculiar’ 
to Matthew, because without parallels in Mark or Luke, 
contain about 290 verses, viz. iii, 14, 15; iv. 13 d-16; 
v. 7-10; 143 16,175; 19-243 27,28; 31; 33-383; 415 43; 
vi. 1-8; 16-18; 34; vii. 6; 125; 15; viii. 17; ix. 134; 
27-33; X.5,6; 856; 165; 233; 36; 41; xi. 28-30; xii. 5-7; 
17-21; 36, 37; 40; xiii. 14@; 24-30; 35; 36-533 xiv. 
28-31; xv.12,13; xvi. 17-19; xvii. 24-27; xviii. 10; 14; 
16-20; 23-35; XIX. 10-12; xx. I-16; xxi. 4, 53 10, 11; 
14-16; 28-32; 43; xxii. I-14 (?)!; 40; xxiii. 1-3; 5; 
7-10; 15-22; 24; 30; 32, 33; xxiv. 11,12; 208; 30a; 
XXV. I-12; 14-30 (?); 31-46; xxvi.150; 25; 503 52-54; 
XXVIi. 3-10; 19; 24,253 363; 433; 510-53; 62-66; xxviii. 
2-4 3 9-20. 

1 The doubt only extends to verses 1-10, 
B2 
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Other words and phrases, which do not fall under the 


- above rules, but nevertheless are to be noted as more or 


less characteristic of St. Matthew’s Gospel, are d:a rodro, 
eOvixds, étaipos, xaté = ‘against’, kéopos, pabntevo, padaxia, 
ovk Or ovdéroTe avéyvwTe; OxAOL, Tovnpds (besides the cases 
with the article noticed above), cefw, pnul. And see addi- 
tional note on the fewness of imperfect tenses (p. 51). 


Some Remarks on the above Matthaean Words and 
Phrases. 


A 


Out of the 95 different words and phrases, 25 are found 
once or more in chapters i, ii; 42 of them in Mark and 56 
in Luke; 46 of them in Acts, and 11 in the ‘We’-Sections 


of that book (see pp. 176, 184). 


B 


Chapters i, ii contain 48 of the 1,068! verses of this 
Gospel, i.e. only about one twenty-second part of the 
whole. But they contain considerably more than one- 
ninth of the occurrences of the ‘ characteristic’ words and 
phrases, viz. 107 out of 904. This is partly accounted for 
by the use of yevvdw 40 times in the genealogy ; but even if 
those 40 items are deducted from both numbers, chapters i, 
ii are found to contain upwards of one-thirteenth of such 
occurrences, viz. 67 out of 864. It appears, then, that these 
‘characteristic’ words and phrases are used considerably 
more freely in these two chapters than in the rest of the 
book. 


1 According to the ordinary numbering 1,071; but the best texts and 
R. V. omit xvii. 21; xviii. 11; xxiii. 13 or 14, thus reducing the number 
to 1,068. 
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C 


Taking the whole of the ‘ peculiar’ or unparalleled 
matter in this Gospel, including chapters i, ii,’ it fills about 
338 out of the 1,068 verses, i. e. less than one-third, which 
would be 356 verses. It thus appears that the occurrences 
of ‘characteristic’ words and phrases are very much more 
abundant in the ‘ peculiar’ than in the ‘common’ portions 
of the Gospel ; for there are 482 of them in the ‘ peculiar’ 
division and only 422 of them in the ‘common’ division, 
while the latter is more than twice as large as the former. 

It should be observed, however, that several of the words 
which do most in producing this predominance (e. g. dzoéi- 
Swpt, yauos, yevvaw, Ci.Cdviov, duro, TadavTov) are words which 
are required by the subject-matter, and which therefore are 
not important as evidences of style. 


SECTION II 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST. MARK’S GOSPEL 


As this Gospel is shorter than either of the other two 
by more than one-third, the standard for determining what 
words and phrases are ‘characteristic’ of it should be 
different from that which is applied to Matthew and Luke. 
I will therefore take as such the words and phrases which 
occur at least three times in Mark, and which either 
(a) ave not found at all in Matthew or Luke, or (6) occur 
in Mark more often than in Matthew and Luke together. 

Of these, 41? are here collected and tabulated: 2 of them 


1 For the differences both in form and substance between the two 
genealogies are so great that they cannot be regarded as dependent on 
a common source, though they contain many of the same names. 

? This number would be reduced from 41 to 31 if we took (as in Matthew 
and Luke) only those occurring 4 times and upwards. 
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are bracketed, 5 are marked +, and 7 are marked * (see on 
these marks p. 2 above). 

The parts of the Gospel here regarded as ‘peculiar’, 
because without parallels in Matthew or Luke, amount to 
about 50 verses, viz. i. 1; 33; ii. 273 iii. g; 170; 20, 21; 
iv. 26-29; 364; vi. 205; 31; 370; 523 vii. 2-4; 2456; 
32-37; vill. 140; 22-26; ix.153; 21; 23,24; 30; 48, 49; 
505; x. 10; 326 (notc); xi. 16; xii. 32, 33; xiii. 345; 
XIV. 51, 523; 5603 59; xv.83 210; 253 44,45; xvi. 88. 
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There are some other words, &c., which do not quite fall 
under the above rules, yet which deserve consideration as 
being characteristic of Mark, viz. ddAd, ék (compared with 
amd), émepwrdw, tva,' kai where Matthew and Luke have 6€, 
the historic present in other words besides épxoua (e.g. 
A€yw, Hépw, cvvdyw, &c.), mwpodv, and mépwors. 

The omission of wopevopat,2 except in ix. 30 WH (not 
Tisch or R) is remarkable, since it occurs in Matthew 28, 
Luke 50, Acts 87, John 18; also in Appendix to Mark 8, 
and in Pericope de Adultera 3. Observe also the entire 
omission of xal ido¥, and, in narrative, of ié0v*; and the 
absence of the form éorés and of the word voyos ; also the 
rarity of xadeiv (Matthew 26, Mark 4, Luke 43, but cf. also 
John 2), and of ody (Matthew 56, Mark 4, Luke 31, John 194).* 


Some Remarks on the above Marcan Words and Phrases. 


A 
Out of the 41 different words and phrases, 16 are found 
in the 50 ‘peculiar’ verses, while 25 of them are found in 
Matthew, 22 in Luke, 22 in Acts, and 7 in the ‘We’- 
Sections of that book (see pp. 176, 184). 


B 
The 50 verses which have been regarded as ‘ peculiar’ 
to this Gospel constitute nearly one-thirteenth of the 661° 
verses contained in the whole Gospel (excluding the 
Appendix, xvi. 9-20). But they contain nearly one-tenth 


1 The numbers in the historical books are Mt 41, Mk 65, Lk 45, Acts 
15, John 145. It must be remembered always, in estimating the significance 
of such numbers, that Mk is less than two-thirds of the length of Mt or Lk. 
Bearing this in mind, we may notice that jpfaro, #pfayro are found in Mt 9 
times, Mk 25, Lk 19, Acts 5, Jn 1. 

2 The simple verb is not used; but on the other hand we have seen 
above that eiowopevopar and éxmopevoua: are more or less characteristic of Mark, 
and he uses also mapa-, mpog-, ovy-, and probably d:aropevopar. 

3 On idov see J. H. Moulton, Gram. of N. T. Greek, i. 11. 

4 See Abbott, Joh. Gram., 2191, and Joh. Voc., 1885 d. 

5 According to the usual numbering 666; but the best texts and R. V. 
omit vii. 16; ix. 44, 46; xi. 26; xv. 28, thus reducing the number to 661. 
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of the occurrences of the characteristic words and phrases, 
viz. 37 out of 357. So those words and phrases are rather 
more frequent in the ‘ peculiar’ than in the ‘ common’ 
parts of the Gospel. 

For further discussion of the language of this Gospel, 
see below, Part III, especially pp. 143 ff. on the uses of the 
historic present and xa‘. 


SECTION III 


WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC OF 
ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL 


Here, as in the case of Matthew, I take as ‘ characteristic’ 
the words and phrases which occur at least four times in 
this Gospel, and which either (@) are not found at all in 
Matthew or Mark, or (0) are found in Luke at least twice 
as often as in Matthew and Mark together. 

Of these 151 will be found here: 8 of them are bracketed, 
11 are marked f, and 21 are marked *, for the reasons given 
on p. 2. 

Chapters i and ii, containing 132 verses, are placed in 
a column by themselves. The other portions of the Gospel 
which are here regarded as ‘peculiar’, because without 
parallels in Matthew or Mark, amount to about 367 verses, 
ViZ. ili. LO-14; 23-38; iv. 16-30 (?); v. I-11(?); vi. 24-26; vii. 
11-17; 36-50 (?); viii. 1-3; ix. 31; 51-56; 61, 62; x.1; 
17-20; 28-42; xi. 5-8; 12; 27,28; 37, 38; xii. 13-21; 
47-50; 57; Xili. I-17 ; 31-33; xiv. 1-14; 15-24 (?); 28-33; 
Xv. 6-32; xvi. I-12; 14,-153 19-31; xvii. 7-19; 28, 29; 
32; xviil. I-14; xix. I-10; 11-27 (?); 39-44; xxi. 23 4, 
24; 28; xxii, 153; 27-32; 35-383; 513 539; xxiii. 7-12; 
27-31; 39-43; 46; xxiv. 13-53. (See also pp. 194 ff. on 
some smaller Lucan additions not included here.) 


1 xii. 54, 55 and xx. 18 have to be added (bringing up the number of verses 
to 370), if the parallels to them in Mt xvi. 2, 3 and xxi. 44 are rejected from 
the text. Perhaps, indeed, the former passage should be added in any case. 
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And, besides the instances which will be found entered 
in two subsidiary lists in an Appendix (pp. 27, 28), there 
are some other words and phrases which, though not quite 
falling under the above rules, are to be observed as more 
or less characteristic of Luke, viz. dxotw with rév Adyor, 
aAndes with A€yo tylv, dyaptwdrds, av’ dv, daas (but the 
readings are often uncertain), de7, 8.4 7d with infinitive, 
éyyi¢@ (especially in narrative), éfjs, at Epnuor, evXoyéw, Hv 
and jjoav with participles, Oeds,! xadeéfs, xabds, cal ydp, 
kaTéxw, peTavota, povoyevys (always with datives), dduvdopa., 
oikos (as against olla), mpooéxere Eavrois, omevdw, avvyaipa, 
vytatva, pdoBos. 

Observe also the extreme rarity of the historic present in 
the narrative (only in vii. 40 ; viii. 49; xi. 37,45; xxiv. 12 (?), 
36 (?), in contrast with Matthew 78, Mark 151); the rarity 
of aunv (Matthew 31, Mark 18, Luke 6), and of wddw 
(Matthew 17, Mark 28, Luke 8), and of imdyw (Matthew 19, 
Mark 16, Luke 5; see Abbott, Yok. Voc., 1653 f.); the 
absence of paBBet (Matthew 4, Mark 8, John 8 only). 


Some Remarks on the above Lucan Words and Phrases. 


A 
Of the 151 different words and phrases, no less than 77, 
being more than half of them, occur once or more in 
chapters i, ii; g1 of them are found in Matthew and 69 of 
them in Mark; and there are no less than 115 of them 
in Acts, and 45 in the brief ‘We ’-Sections of that book 
(see pp. 176, 184), 
B 
74 of them are absent from chapters i, ii; only 15 of 
them are absent from the ‘other peculiar’ portions (see 
below), and only 6 of them from the whole of the ‘ peculiar’ 


1 There are some uncertainties as to readings, but the numbers in the 
historical books are approximately Matthew 52, Mark 47, Luke 122, Acts 
162, John 77. (Only the references to the One God are included.) 

2 See more on this below, pp. 149 ff. 
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portions including chapters i, ii; and only 12 of them from 
the ‘common’ portions. 


C. 

The number of verses in Luke i, ii is 132, being rather 
more than one-ninth of the 1,149! verses into which the 
Gospel is divided. But they contain 212, i.e. almost exactly 
one-seventh, of the occurrences of the ‘characteristic’ 
words and phrases. So we find here (as in the case of 
Matthew, but not to so large an extent) that such ex- 
pressions are used more abundantly in the first two chapters 
than in the rest of the Gospel. 


D 

In the other 22 chapters there are 367 verses which have 
here been classed as ‘ peculiar’ to Luke, as being apparently 
drawn from sources not used by Matthew or Mark. When 
the 132 verses of chapters i, ii are added to these, we have 
altogether 499 ‘ peculiar’ verses against 650 ‘common’ 
verses in this Gospel. That is to say, the peculiar portions 
constitute very little more than three-sevenths of the whole 
1,149 verses. But they are found to contain 777, or more 
than half of the 1,483 occurrences of the 140 ‘ characteristic’ 
words and phrases, which are thus seen to be scattered 
considerably more thickly over the ‘peculiar’ than the 
‘common’ portions. 

And here we find, to a much larger extent than we 
found in the case of Matthew, that the ‘ characteristic’ 
expressions which thus predominate are on the whole?” 
such as are indications of the author’s style, not being 
merely words required or suggested by the subject-matter : 
see e.g. éyeveto kal; Kal atrés; Kupios; duotos; tis with 
nouns; tod before infinitives ; os = when.® 


* According to the ordinary numbering 1,151; but the best texts and 
R, V. omit xvii. 36 and xxiii. 17, bringing down the number to 1,149, 

2 Not exclusively, for dé€ca and pva are exceptions, 

3 See also éros, edppaivw, coiAla, mipmAnp, TAOVOLOS, pidros. 
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SECTION IV 


GENERAL REMARKS ON THE WORDS AND PHRASES 
CHARACTERISTIC OF THE THREE SYNOPTIC GOSPELS 


, A 

The chief result of an examination of the above lists 
is a very strong impression that the compilers (or at any 
rate Matthew and Luke, for probably Mark is mainly 
a source) dealt very freely with the sources which they 
used. Toa large extent they clothed the narratives, and 
to some extent they clothed the sayings,’ which they 
derived from those sources, in their own favourite language. 

Therefore it is less surprising to me than it would other- 
wise be to fail, as after a careful search I have failed, to find 
any expressions which can be certainly set down as charac- 
teristic of any source (whether Logian, Marcan, or specially 
Lucan). See also p. 113 below. 


B 

The following is a comparative summary of results as to 
the distribution of the characteristic words and phrases :— 

1. In Matthew, they are scattered more than twice as 
thickly over the peculiar portions (including chapters i-ii) 
as they are over the common portions.? 

2. In Mark, they are rather more thickly scattered over 
the small peculiar portions than they are over the large 
common portions. 

3. In Luke, they are scattered slightly more than half 
as thickly again (but very much less than twice as thickly) 
over the peculiar portions as they are over the common 
portions. 


1 On the far greater frequency of verbal coincidences in the recitative 
than in the narrative portions of the Gospels, see Westcott, Introduction 
to Study of Gospels, pp. 198-200 (8th ed. 1895). 

2 But this is largely caused by the special subject-matter of some of 
the parables, and by yevvdw: therefore 15 of the Matthaean words are 
bracketed, as comparatively unimportant, against 2 of the Marcan and 8 of 
the Lucan ones, 


if 
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APPENDIX II TO PART I 


I wERE give the references to the occurrences of those of the 
‘characteristic words and phrases’ on pp. 4-21, which do not 
stand consecutively in a Concordance, and which therefore cannot 
be quite easily traced there. 


I. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. MATTHEW’S GOSPEL 


Baoidela tav odpavay. 

Mt iii. 2; iv. 175 v. 3, 10,19 618,205; vii. 215 Vill. 105 X. 73 S121, 
12; xili. 11, 24, 31, 33) 44) 45) 47, 523 Xvi. 19; Xvill. I, 3, 
4, 233 KIX. 18, 14, 233 SX.03 ZX. 2 5 KEL. 144 KEV 

Compare Baoutela rod cod, or Ocod, Mt 4, Mk 14, Lk 82, Acts 
6, Paul 8, Jn 2, Rev1. See Allen, Zur. to Matt., vi and 
Ixxi. . 
See additional note, p. 52, on the use of odpavds and odpavoi. 


yernOyTe. 
Mt vi. 103 villi. 13°; ix. 29°; xv. 28" xxvi, 42. 
Acts i. 20 (LXX). , 
Rom xi. 9 (LXX). | 
* ‘These three times with reference to miracles of healing. 


eyepbeis. 
Mt i. 24; ii. 13, 14, 20, 21; vili. 26 ; ix. 7, 19 (also 6 in TRWH 
mg). | 
Lk Xie G; 


Jn xxi. 8 of the risen Christ. | 
Rom vi. 9; vii. 4 (-yre); viii. 34; 2 Cor v. 15 (-vr): all of the 
risen Christ. 
Compare the Lucan dvaords. 


ets = tus (or our indefinite article). 
Mt viii. 19; xvili. 24 (?); xxi.19; xxvi. 69. (Perhaps also ix. 18, 
which, if eis is the right reading, would correspond to els rap 
in Mk v. 22 as xxvi. 69 does to pia ray in Mk xiv. 66.) 
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Rev viii, 133 ix. 133 xviii. 21; xix. 17. : 
See THN (under headings 3 and 4) in BDB Heb. Lex.; also 
Blass, Gram., p. 144; J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 96f. 
Compare the use of eis rus in Mk xiv. 47 (?), Lk xxii. 50, 
Jn xi. 47, and 6vo revds in Lk vii. 18. 


eppedn. 
Mt v. 21,'297, 31, 33, 38, 43: 
Rom ix. 12, 26 (LXX). (Also éppé@noav in Gal iii. 16.) 
Rev vi. 11; ix. 4. 
hepa Kpicews. 
Mt x. 15; xi. 22, 24; xii. 36. 
2 Pet ii. 9; iii, 7; 1 Jn iv. 17. 
See also xpious. 


idou after genitive absolute. 
Mt i. 20; ii. 1, 13, 19; ix. 10 [WH kat idov, Tisch with SD latt 
&c, i8ov| 18, 32; xii. 463 xvii. 5; xxvi. 473 xxviii. 11, 
Lk xxii. 47. 
Aeydpevos, used with names. 
mer, 26.5, 93: iV. 483 ix; O5 X25 REVI. 3, 14,.365 xxvii, 26, 
17, 22, 33 dus. 
Mk xv. 7. 
Lk xxii. 1, 47. 
Acts ili, 25 vi. 9. 
Pe i Beh yo Uke YE 5) xi 16, Gas WiKi 2g) 27 3 KK 2: 
So's Gy OF ay, 
Mt vii. 12; xviii. 18 d2s ; xxi. 22; xxii. g; xxiii. 3. 
Mk iii. 28; vi. 56. 
Lk ix. . 
Acts li. 39; ili. 22. 
Jn xi. 22. 
Rev iii, 19; xiii. 15. 
Narhp hpav, suav, cou, adtav. 
Mt v. 16, 45, 48; vi. 1, 4, 6 dzs, 8, 9 (jpayv here only), 14, 15, 
18 dts, 26, 323; vil. 11; X. 20,29; xiii, 43; xxiii. 9. 
Mk xi. 25 (on this case as unique in Mk, see Abbott, Joh. Vocadé., 
§§ 1697, 1711 a). 
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Lk vi. 36; xii. 30, 32. 

Romi, 7; 1 Cori. 3; 2. Cori. 2; Gali. 43 Eph i. 2; Phili. 2; 
iv. 26; Coli, 23 1 Thes i. 3}- iil, 11; 135 2°Thes i.-25 ii, 16; 
Philem 3. (Always qyév in Paul.) 

Jn xx. 14, 

Narip 6 év (tots) odpavois. 

Mt v. 16, 45; vi. 1,93 vii. II, 213 x. 32, 333 xii. 505 Xvi. 173 
XViil, TO, 14, 19. 

Mk xi. 25. 

Nathp 6 odpdvtos. 
Mt v. 48; vi. £4, 26,333 xv, 133 Xvi. 953 RE, ©, 
(ovpdmos besides in N. T. only Lk 1(?), Acts 1.) 
Altogether Tarnp is used of God in the Synoptic Gospels 
Mt 45, Mk 5, Lk 17. (See Dalman, Words of Jesus, E. T., 
pp. 184 ff.) 


tAnpow, of Scriptures being fulfilled. 
Mt i. 223 ii. 18, 14,23; iv.145 viii 173 xii. 17 § xii. 95:5. 5kL ag 
XXVi. 54,563 xxvii. 9. 
Mk xiv. 49 (parallel to Mt xxvi. 56). 
Lk iv. 21; xxiv. 44. 
Acts i. 16; iii. 18 5 xiii. 27. 
Jn xii. 38; xiii. 18 § xv. 253 xvii. 12 3 xix. 24, 36. 
Jam ii. 23. 


tovypds, 6 ; movnpov, 7d, Of the evil one, or evil. 
Mtv. 34%, 30%} vi. 137 soem. 19; 98", 
Rom xii. 9 ; Eph vi. 16* ; 2 Thes iii. 3*. 
Jn xvii. 15*. 
t jn-h. 34, 14 3 4H, 427s Vv; 28yag*: 

* In these cases the word may be either masculine or neuter. 

Lk vi. 45 ; 1 Cor v. 13 refer to men, so are not included here : 
see however the former passage. 

(We have now seen that the parts of the Lord’s Prayer which 
are peculiar to Mt contain three expressions which are 
‘characteristic’ of him, viz. yevnOjrw, Marip 6 ev rois ovpavois 
and this one.) 


ampos Té with infinitive. 


Mt v. 28; vi. 2; Xili, 303 X&liL 5 5 x£¥i. 12. 
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Mk xiii. 22. 
Lk xviii. 1. 
Acts iii. 19. | 3 
2 Cor iii. 13 ; Eph vi. 11 ; 1 Thesii.g; 2 Thes iii. 8. 
(cis ré with infinitive occurs Mt 8, Mk 1, Lk1, viz. Mt xx. 19 ; 
XXVi, 2; xxvil. 31; Mk xiv. 55; Lk v.173 also Acts 1, viz. 
vii. 19 ; and frequently in the Pauline and other Epistles.) 


6n9ev, and once fnGeis. 
Mt i. 22; ii. 15, 17, 233 iii. 3 (6nOeis); iv. 143 Vili. 175 xii. 17; 
Kili. 35; Xxi. 43; Xxii. 31 5 XXiv. 15 ; xxvii. 9. 
Cf. rd efpnuévov Lk 1, Acts 2, Paul 1 only. 
oxavdahifopar év. 
Mt xi.6; xiii, 57; xxvi. 31, 33- 
Mk vi. 3. 
Lk vii. 23. é 
oupBovdtov AapBdve. 

Mt xii. 14; xxii, 19; xxvii. 1, 7; xxviii. 12. _ 


oupeper. 
Mt v. 29, 303 Xvili. 6 ; xix. Io. 
1 Cor vi. 12; x. 233; 2 Cor viii. ro. 
Jn xi. 50; xvi. 7; Xviil. 14. 
The participle is used in the same sense in Acts xx. 20; 1 Cor 
xii. 7; 2 Cor xii. 1; Heb xii. ro, 


Ti cou, Or Spiv, Soxet ; 
ME xViL 26" 3 Xvill, 12°; xxi. 2B"; xxi. ry, 42” 3 xxvi..66. 
Jn xi. 56. 
* These four in sayings of Jesus. 
Compare also ris. . . Soxe? aoe xrd. in Lk x. 36. 


tupdés used metaphorically. 
Mt xv. 14 @ [in Tisch and WH mg ézs]; xviii, 16, 17, 19, 24, 26. 
Rom ii. 19. 3 
Jn ix. 39, 40, 41. 
2 Peti.g; Reviii. 17. 
Mt xv. 14 6 (dzs) and Lk vi. 39 d¢s are not included, because 
they form part of the material of a ‘ parable’, and thus are 
used in the literal sense. . 


HAWKINS D 
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Paivopar, 
Mt i. 20; ii. 7, 13, 193 Vi. 5, 16, 183 ix. 33; xiii. 26; xxiii. 27, 
28; Xxiv. 27, 30. 
Mk xiv. 64. (Also in Appendix, xvi. 9.) 
Lk ix.3 } xxiv..11. 
Rom vii. 13 ; 2 Cor xiii. 7; Phil ii. 15. 
Heb xi. 3; Jam iv. 14; 1 Pet iv. 18. 
The active paivw is used Jn 2, 2 Pet1,1 Jn 1, Rev 4 See 
Thayer’s Lex., s.v. 


apa with éxetvy, in narrative. 
Mt viii. 13°; ix. 22%; xv. 28° ; xvii. 18* 5 Kvill. 1; xxvi. §5- 
Lk vil. 21. . 
Acts XVI. 33. 
Jn iv. 533 xix. 27. 
Elsewhere only in discourses Mt x. 19 ; xxiv. 36; Mk xiii. 11, 
32; and in Rev xi. 13. 
* In these 4 cases used of instantaneous cures: cf. also 
Jn iv. 53. | 


II. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. MARK’S GOSPEL. 


EpxeTat, Epxovtat, historic presents. 

Mt xxvi. 36, 40, 45. 

Mk i. 40; ii. 3, 18:3. iil. 20, 31 $ V. 18, 22, 35, 98; Vi. 2,88 529mn 
225 X. 1, 463 Xi. 1H, 29 Oey Kil. ES} XIV. 17,33; 39, BeL oes 
XVi. 2. 

Lk viii. 49. 

Jn iv. 5,°73 vi. 5 (?); xi. 20°(?), 383 xii. ra (?), 22 des; xi. 63 xv 
43 xx. 1,2, ©, 13,265 XXL.ES. 

In LXX (B-text) only 27 times, of which 26 are in Kingdoms 
and 18 of these in 1 Ki. 


8 éotw, without a participle. 


MK iii, £7 5 Vi..1%, 94 5 Bil, 42% ZV. 46, 42. 
Col i. 24 (?). 
Heb vii. 2; Rev xxi. 17 (?). 
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oikia and otkos without mention of owner. 
Mt ix. 28; xiii. 1, 36; xvii. 25. 
M&K il. 13 °ili, 20; vil. £7,245 ix. 28,33; x. Lo. 


dtav with indicative. 
Mk iii. 11; xi. 19, 25. 
Rev iv. 9; viii. 1. 
WH mg and Tisch also have the indic. future after érav in 
Lk xiii. 28. 
Compare émov dv with indic. in Mk vi. 56 and perhaps in 
Rev xiv. 4. 


é7t = ti interrogative (why ?). 
Mk ii. 16 (but the reading and the interrogative sense are not 
beyond doubt) ; ix. 11, 28. | 
See Thayer’s Lex., s.v. doris (4); Abbott, Corr. of Mark, 
§ 357@; Moulion’s Winer, p. 208 note. 


TapioTnut, intransitive. 
Mk iv. 29; xiv. 47, 69, 70; Xv. 35 (?), 39. 
Lk i. 19 ; xix. 24. 
Acts i. 10; iv. 10, 26 (LXX) ; ix. 393; xxiii. 2, 43 xxvii. 23, 24. 
Rom xiv. 10; xvi. 2; 2 Tim iv. 17. 
Jn xviil. 22 ; xix. 26. 


todd, adverbial. 
Mk 1. 45; ill. 12; v. 10, 23, 38, 43 vi. 20; ix. 26 ; XV. 3. 
Rom xvi. 6, 12 ; 1 Cor xvi. 12, Ig. 
Jam iii. 2. 
In all other cases woddd is more probably an accusative. 


III. WORDS AND PHRASES CHARACTERISTIC 
OF ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL. 


dv with optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Lk i. 62; vi. 11; ix. 46; xv. 26. 
Aca v, 245 vill. 83 X.-17 3 XVil. 155. Xxvi. 29. 


dvactds, dvacTavTes. 
Mt ix. 9; xxvi. 62. 
Mk i. 35; ii. 143 vii. 245 x. 1; xiv. 57, 60. (Also in Appendix, 
XVi. 9.) 
D 2 
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Lk i. 39; iv. 29, 38, 393 v. 25, 28; vi. 8; xi. 7, 8; xv. 18, 20; 
Xvil. 19; XXli. 45, 46; xXxili. 1; xxiv. 33. (Also in the very 
doubtful verse, xxiv. 12.) 

Acts i..153 v. 6, 17, 345 Vili. 273. ix. 18,39; X.-23, 20, 295:am 
7, 283 xi, 16; xiv, 20 3 Xv. 9.5 Xx 50, 269 Sxil.G, 


dvOpwrre. 
Lk v. 20; xii. 143 xxii. 58, 60. 
Rom il. I, 33 1x. 20, 
Jam ii. 20. 
In Paul and James with, in Luke without, 4. 
Also in the addition to Lk vi. 5 in Codex D. 


amd Tod viv. 
Lk i. 48; V. 20; xii. 52; xxii. 18, 69: 
Acts xviii. 6. 
2 Cor v. 16. 
(Also in Perdcope de Adultera, Jn viii. 11.) 


dpxovtes, Of the Jews. 


Lk xiv. 15 Xx, 53, 36% Exit. 20, 
Acts iii. 6 iv. 5, 8, 26;- xi 27. 
Jn vii. 26, 48; xii. 42. (CE also iii. 1.) 
And it is Lk only (xviii. 18) who speaks of the rich (in Mt 
young) man as @pyo. 


yeyovds, Td. 
Mk v. 14 (= Lk viii. 34). | 
Lk ii. 15 (with pijpa); viii. 34, 35, 36. (xxiv. 12 is not reckoned.) 
Acts iv,.@13. v.93 xifl. 12. 
yivopat with émt and accusative. 
Mt xxvii. 45. 
Mk xiv. 33. 
Lk i. 65*; iii. 2; iv. 25, 36+; xxili. 44 (the parallel to Mt and 
Mk) ; xxiv. 22. | 
Acts iv. 223 ¥. 5", 22° 3°. 10%, Xx, 96. 
* dBos éyévero (cf. also Acts ii. 43). + OapBos eyévero. 
Acts iv. 5 and xix. ro, referring to time, are not included 
here ; see p. 187. 
-yivoua eri is followed by a genitive in Lk xxii. 40; Jn vi. 21; 
Rev xvi. 18 (Acts xi. 28 is not in point). | 
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Se Kal. 

Mt x. 30; xviii. 17; xxv. 24. (xxiv. 49 is not reckoned.) 

Mk xiv. 31 (?); xv. 4o. | 

Be ti 4 5° iti. .9;.423 ivi 42 $V. 10, 36's vi. 395 tk.'6n; x: 925 XI. 
1B SX SA G7} XIV. Leip Xvi. 2, 223 Xvill. gO} Kix. 195° XX. If, 
12, 91 5-xxi. 16; xxil. 24; xxiii. 32, 35, 38. 

Acts ii, 26; v. 16; xiii. 5; xix. 31; xxi. 165 xxii. 28; xxiv. 9. 

Rom viii. 26; 1 Cor i. 16; iv. 73 vii. 3, 4, 28; xiv. 153 xv. 15 (?); 
2 Cor iv. 3; v. 113 vi. 1; viii. 11; xi. 6; Eph v. 113; Phil iii. 
Ss iv. 15; t Tim v. 13, 243 2 Timii. 8; Tit iti. 14; Philem 
Q, 22. 

Ju ii, 2s iif. 33 5 xv. 24; XxVill. 2, 63 XIX. 19739; XX1. 25. 

Jam. ii. 2, 255 2 Peti.1g; ii. 1; Jude 14. 

These references can only be verified in Bruder, for Moulton 
and Geden’s Concordance omits both 6¢ and kai. 
Sofdlw tiv Oedv. 

Mt ix. 8; xv. 31 adding "Iopayd. (Cf. also v. 16.) 

Mk ii. 12. 

Lk ii, 20; v. 25, 26 (the parallel to Mt and Mk); vii. 16; xiii. 13; 
XVil. 15; XViil. 433 xxiii. 47. 

Acts iv. 21; xi. 18; xxi. 20. (Cf. also xiii. 48.) 

Rom i. 21; xv. 6,93; 1 Cor vi. 20; 2 Cor ix 13; Gal. i. 24. 

Jn xili, 313; xxi. 19. (Cf. also xiv. 13; xv. 83 xvii. 1, 4.) 

éyéveto, followed by xai. 

Mt ix. 10. 

ae Vs 0, tS, 09 > Vill 2, 29% 1k. BES KV. EP RVI. EL f., ik. BGS 
XXIV. 4, 15. 

Acts v. 7 (?). 


éyévero, followed by finite verb. 
Mt vii. 28; xi. 1; xiii. 53; xix. 1; xxvi.1. (In all 5 cases with 
dre €ré\ecev, after discourses of Jesus.) 
ME i.0.} iv:-4.., 
Suk ke Sy 29, 41, 60 $. We I, 6,. 88, 405 Vib. 2E* ix. 78,28, 33, 373 
eS 34, OFS BVI TA SMV, Aas. Mie. 2S RX, FS RIV. 
a. Ey, hit ae 
éyéveto, followed by infinitive. 
Mk ii. 23. (Cf. also yiverar, Mk ii. 15.) 
Lk iii. 215 vi. 1, 6,123 xvi. 22. 
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Acts iv. 5; ix.-3, 32, 37; 433 XL 263 xiV, 13 XVI. 165 xix. 13 xxi 
I, Bs Kxil. 6, 195 KKVil. 4g 3 °-XEVI, 8-77. 
The total occurrences of éyévero in the historical books are 
Mt 18, Mk 16, Lk 71, Acts 52 (besides éeyivero 2), Jn 17. 
We find éyévero 8€ Lk 17, Acts 21 only. Cf. Plummer’s note 
in Int. Crit. Commentary on Luke, p. 45; and Dalman’s 
Words of Jesus, EF. 'T., p. 32; and J. H. Moulton, Gram. of 
IN. Ts: 16, Bo, 
ei Se pyye. 
Mt vi. x3 1X. 24. 
Lk v. 96, 975 x. 6} mill. off xx, 32. 
2 Cor xi. 16. " 
ei 5é pn occurs Mk 2, Jn 2, Rev 2. 


ein, optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Lk i, 29; ili. 15; vill. 9g; ix. 46*: xv, 26*; xviii. 36; xxii. 23. 
Acts vill. 20; x, 19° 3x, 16 5-xx1. 39. 
* With dv; see p. 35. 


eipt, &c., with dative. 

Mt XH. 48. ¥Vi. 225 xix, 

ME xi. 25, 24. 

Lk i. fg; 11.9, 10; vi. 32, 93, 194] ¢ vil. 415 Vil. 30, 425 ee 
98 + X. 30 5 Kil, 0, 245 °xit; 10. 

Acts iv. 32; vii. §, 443 vill. 215 .X.63 ‘xvill, 103 XXi. QO; XXWW. 
to (rf), 11> xxv. 16, 

Rom ix. 2, 9; x Cor ix. 16. 

Jn xviii. 10; xix 40. 

Jam iv, ry; Rev xxi. 7 des: 

In this case the classification of instances is uncertain and 
unsatisfactory, because of the difficulty of determining 
whether the dative is governed by the verb or by the 
accompanying noun. Therefore such passages as Lk i. 45; 
Acts ii. 399; xxii. 15; Rom ii..143; 1 Cori. 18; i. fa; 
xl. 14,15; 2 Cor ix.1; Phil i. 28; iii. 7 are omitted here, 
though suggested by Bruder, pp. 244-260. But it is 
clear that this use of the verb substantive is characteristic 
of Luke and Acts. 

As is often the case with Lucan characteristics, it is frequent 
in LXX; see, e.g., #v and joay in Gen xi. 30; xii. 20; 
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Xili, 5; XVi. I; XXili. 203 Xxiv. 29, 36; xxv. 24; xxix. 
16; XXXVill. 27 5 xxxix. 4, 5,6; xl. 5; xlvii. 26. 


eivat, after preposition and article. 


mae AO We £4 it BS Si SS xix, TT. 
Acts xviii. 3; xix. 13 xxvii. 4. 
ROm-h 265 ii 26-5" Ww, E1165. vill, 2¢3 xv..16>. 1 Cor.x. 6; 
Ephi. 12; Phili. 23. (In Paul always ¢is 7é.) 
Jn xvii. 5. 
Jam i. 18. 
etmev trapaBodny. 
Mk xii. 12. 
Lk vi. 39; xii. 163; xv..3; xvili.g; xix, 11; Xx. 19; XxXi. 20. 


etrev dé, etrav Sé, _ 


[Mt xii. 47 is excluded, being placed in margin by WH and 
bracketed by Tisch. | 

Lk i. 13, 34, 383 iv. 3, 243 vi. 8, 9, 39; Vii. 48, 503 viii. 255 ix. 
9, 13, 14, 20, 50, 59, 60, 61, 623; x. 18, 283 Xi, 2, 393 xii. 13, 
BH-UG, 20, 22,405. Sib 75 239 Xvi 9, Et, 22, 92 > XVI. 3, 25, 27, 
ae 0.3, 6, 223 xvii, 6,.9, to, 26, 295 XIX. G19; Xx. 13, 
41; Xxil. 36, 52, 60, 67, 70; xxiv. 17, 44. 

tig OF WS Vito, 295 Vi, BOS WES 6 RS Xt as RL 22:2 XM. 
8; xviii. 9; xix. 4; xxi. 39; xxiii. 20; xxv. 10.. (Cf. also etmopy 
dé, xi. 8; xxii. 10.) 

Jn xii. 6. (Also in Pertcope de Adultera, viii. 11.) 

See some remarks on this usage in Lake, Zhe Resurrection, &c., 
p. 108. 


é\dxtotov, neuter without noun. 


Lk xii. 26; xiv. 10 ds xix. 17. 
1 Cor iv. 3. 
eheyev 8€, EXeyov Be. 
Mt xxvi. 5. 
Mk vii. 20. 
S&. ve, 30% 9-18. 35% M23 RASS SHE OS. XIV. 7,125 Rv, as 
XViil. I. 
Jn vi. 715 X. 20, 


* Sé kal. 
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év pid Tov. 
Lk v, 12, 17") vill, 22° 5 xiii 10.5°xx. 1*. 


* év pia TOV Hpepav. 


év TALS HMEepars TavTaLs. 

Lk i. 39; Vi. 12; xxili. 7; xxiv. 18. (Cf. also i. 24 perd.) 

Acts i, 154 41.°% 3 Bi 27. 

(ev rais hu. exeivas is more usual, viz. Mt 8, Mk 4, Lk 5, Acts 3, 
Rev 1; but of these 16 only 7 are in narrative, viz. 
Me iii. 23 Mk i, 93 vil, 23 Lk f.-23: fv. ose ee 
Acts ix. 37.) 

év t@, with infinitive. 

Mt xiii. 4, 25 3. XXViL. 12. 

Mk iv. 4; vi. 48. 

Lk 1.8, 213 i. 6, 297, 43.) 18.28 5) 8812s vill. 6, 40, 48 5 SE, 
29; 33; 34; 36,613 X- 38,993 xi. 1, 29, 97). 2H. Bes evo 
RVil, TE, 145 Xvi. 955 xix: 16; Xkiv. 4, E8,.30; RE 

Acts 0. 15 nl. 963 iv. 303 Vill.6 + 1m, 9s Xb. PRs SieE TT, 

Rom iii. 4 (LXX); xv. 13; 1 Cor xi. 21; Gal iv. 18. 

Hebi. 8) lib. F3,. 552 Vi. 24, 

For év r@ in LXX see Hatch and Redpath’s Concogiatie S.V. 
ev; and for statistics of the ‘articular infinitive’ in the 
N. T. generally, J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 216. 


efépxouar ard. 

Mt xii. 43; xv. 22(?); xvii. 18; xxiv. 1, 27. 
Mk xi. 12. 
Lk iv. 36 025, 41; V. 8; Vill, 2, 29, 39, 35, 38, 465 ix. 63 xt. 284 

XVll, 29. 
Acts xvi. 18, 403 xxviii. 3. 
1 Cor xiv. 36; Phil iv. 15. 
Jn xii. 33 Xvi. 30. 
Rev xix. 5. 

Cf. é&épxopa ek Mt 5, Mk 10, Lk O, Acts 4, Paul 2, Jn 5, 
Heb 2, Jam 1, 1 Jn 1, Rev 8. 


€x, With infinitive. ~ 
Mt xviii. 25. 
Lk vii. 40, 423 xii. 4, 803. XIV. 14. 
Acts iv. 14; -xxiii. 17, 18, 19; xxv. 26; XXviL 19. 
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Eph iv. 28; Tit ii. 8. 
Jn viii. 26; xvi. 12. (Also Perscope de Adultera, viii. 6 (?).) 
Heb vi. 13. (See also 1 Pet iv. 5 in Tisch, &c.) 
: BaupdLw emi. 
Lk ii. 33; iv. 22; ix. 433 xx. 26. 
Acts iii, 12. 
Cf. éxOavpato emi, Mk xii. 17. 
Oepatredw dro. 
Lk v. 15; vi. 18 (?); vii. 21; viii. 2. 
In vi. 18 dé may perhaps depend on évoyAovpevor. viii. 43 


is not a parallel case. The phrase is only found once in 
LXX. 
| iSod ydp.. 
Lk i. 44, 48; ii. 103 vi. 23; xvii. 21. 
Acts ix. 11. 
2 Cor vii. 11. 
Kad hpépar. 
Mt xxvi. 55. 
Mk xiv. 49. 
Lk ix. 23; xi. 3; xvi. 19; xix. 475 xxii. 53. 
Acts ii. 46, 47; iii. 2; xvi. 5; xvii. 11; xix.g. (Cf. also xvii, 14 
Kata Tacav npEépar.) 
1 Cor xv. 31; 2 Cor xi. 28. 
Heb vii. 27; x. 11. (Cf. also iii. 8, 13.) 


kat, in apodosis. 
Lk ii. 21; vii. 12; xi. 34 des (?). (Cf. also xiii. 25.) 
Acts i. to. | 
2 Cor ii. 2. 
Jam iv. 15; Rev xiv. 10(?), 
For other cases in Luke, see under éyéveto followed by kat. 


kat adtds, &c. (nominatives). 

Mt xx. 10; xxi. 27; xxv. 443; xxvii. 57. 

Mk iv. 38; vi. 47; viii. 29; xiv. 153 xv. 43. 

eet, £5", 24°. 96; i. 28", aac gas ue ast: iv. an": v..2*, 
14*, 17*, 37; vi. 20*; vii. 12; viii. 1*, 22, 42; ix. 36, 51*; xi. 
AG 3° XIViT, 123 xv. 14*5 xvi. 24*, 283 xvii. 11, 13°, 6% xviii. 
34; xix. 2 d7s*, oF xxii. 23, 41; xxiv. 14*, [15], 2g, 28, 31, 
35, 52. 
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Acts vill, 13; XV. 323 XXi. 24} Xi. 203 xxiv, 15, 165 xxv. Be2 
XXVil. 36. 

Rom viii. 23 d¢s; xi. 31; xv. 14 dzs; Gal ii. 17; Eph iv. 113 
Phil ii. 24; Coli. 17, 18; 1 Thesii. 14; 2 Tim ii. 10. 

Jn iv. 12, 45; Vil. 103 xvii. 8, 19, 213 xviii. 28. 

Hebi. 5; ii. 14; iv. 103 v.23; viii. 10; xi. 11(?); xiii. 33 Jam 
ii. 6; t Peti. 15; ii. 5; 1 Jnii. 2, 6; iv. 13, 153 Rev iii, 20; 
Vi. TIj Xi, 113° Xiv. 10, 273. XViLAar; xvii. 6: eis, eG Ores 
EX 45% 

It is the use of kai avrés where no special emphasis is intended 
that is specially characteristic of Lk. Instances of this may, 
I think, be seen in the passages marked * above; but it is 
sometimes difficult to decide which cases should be dis- 
tinguished as emphatic and unemphatic. In the other 
historical books the only case that can be decidedly called 
unemphatic is Mk viii. 29. And it is remarkable that there 
are no such cases in Acts. 

The preponderance in Lk of the nominatives atrds, &c., without 
kai is perhaps too slight to be significant; the numbers in 
the historical books are Mt 17, Mk 11, Lk 28, Acts 19, 
Jn 16. 

kai outos, &c. (nominatives). 

Mk iv. 16. 

Lk i. 36; ii. 125 viii. 13(?), 41(?); xvi. 1; xx. 285 xxii. 56, 50. 

Acts xvii. 7. 

Rom xi. 31; 1 Tim-iii. ro. 

Jn xvii. 25. 

Hep-21. 395 1 Ja iv. 3. 

Cf. also kai rodro in Rom xiii. 11; 1 Cor vi. 6, 8; Eph ii. 8; 
Phil i. 28; 3 Jn 5, and kat radra in Heb xi, 12. 


kadoupevos, with names or appellations. 
LK i, 36° vi. 455 Vil. 173 Vit. a4 ix; Tos “Ks 905" MRS acees 
EX1.-37 3 XR. 9% ext. 5; 
Acts 1, 12, 233 di. 15° vil g82-viliy 16" “tk: 123 °%. 1 Fe 
XY. 22, 37; XXvVi, 3, 14, 26; 
Rev i. 9; xii. 9; xvi. 16; [xix. r1*], 
Always with proper names, except in the three cases marked *. 
In Heb v. 4 and xi. 8 the meaning is different, viz. 
‘summoned ’. 
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Ko.kia = ‘ womb’. 
Mt xix, 12. 
EE 4.05, 43,542, 44% i. 335 Si 29 $ Xx. 20. 
Acts iii. 23; xiv. 8. 
Gal i. 15. 
Jn iii. 4. 
In this sense frequent in LXX, but ‘very rare in classical 
Greek’. (Plummer on Lk i, 15). 
Kuptos, 6, in narrative. 
Lk vii. 13, 19; X. 1, 39, 41; xii. 425 xiii. 15; xvii. 5,6; xviii. 6; 
xix. 8; xxii. 61 dvs, 
pay & Vi ag: Xi. 25 xXx. 204% xxi, 12.- 
Also in Appendix to Mk xvi. 19; 20: in the former verse 
perhaps with ‘Incods, as in the doubtful passage Lk xxiv. 3. 
It is the constant title in the ‘ Gospel of Peter’, being used 
13 times in the fragment known to us. 
It is very often used of the risen and ascended Christ in the 
other books of the N..T.: perhaps Acts 20, Epistles 46, 
Rev 2, but it is sometimes difficult to say whether Christ 
or the Father is referred to. All these are cases in which 
6 Kupwos stands alone, not with ’Incods or Incods Xpucrds. 
héyw trapaBodyy. 
Lk v. 36; xii. 413 xiii, 6; xiv. 7; xviii. 1; xx. 9. 
Adyos Tod Geos, 6. 
Mt xv. 6 (?). 
Mk vii. 13. 
Lk v. 1; viii. 11, 21; xi. 28. 
Acts iv. 31; vi. 2, 7; vill. 14; xi. 13 xiii. 5, 7, 44(?), 46, 48 (?); 
Xvi. 32; Xviil. 13; xviii. 11. (Perhaps also xii. 24.) 
Rom ix. 6; 1 Cor xiv. 36; 2 Corii.17; iv. 2; Phili.14; Coli. 
25; 1 Thes ii. 13 ds; 1 Timiv.5; 2 Tim ii. 9; Tit ii. 5. 
peep iv. 32; Xi. 5 1 Pet 3, 235 2 Pet ii. 63 1 Jn it. 14; Rev i. 
SRUViews KIX. £3°5 EK. 4, 
peTa TaUTa. 
Lk v. 27; xX. 13 xii. 4 $- xvii. 8 5 xviii. 4. 
Acts vii. 7 (LXX); xiii. 20; xv. 163 xviii. I. 
Wards 22's Vi ty 845 Vi EE VL, 5 Mile 7} xix 398-9 xR. {CE 
pera Tovro, li, 12; xi. 7, 113 xix. 28.) 
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Heb iv. 8; 1 Peti. 11; Revi. 193 iv. 1, 2; vii. 9; ix. 125>Xv. 
53 Xvili, 15 xix. 13 xx. 3. (Cf. pera rovro, vii. 1.) 
Also in Appendix to Mk xvi. 12. 


otkos = ‘household’ or ‘ family’. 

Mt x. 6; xv. 24 (both otkov Iopany). 

Lk i, 27, 33, 69; ti..4; x. § (@); xvi.27 @)}; xix. 9. 

Acts ii. 36; vii. 42 (LXX), (both ofkos "Iopand) $s a, Se 
XV. 15, 313 Xviil. 8. 

1 Cori. 16; 1 Tim ili. 4, 5; 123 v. 43 2 Din-4..167 hee 
fhe me & 

Heb viii. 8 ds (LXX), 10 (LXX, all three of Israel and Judah) ; xi. 7. 


dvopa, nom., in ‘ whose name was’, &c. 
Mt xxvii. 57 (rovvoua, perhaps an accusative). 
Mk xiv. 32. 
LK i, 5, 26, 24 d2s; ij, 253 vill. 4% 5. xxiv. 23. 
Acts xiii. 6. 
jn i. 63 ii, 1 3 xviii. ro. 
Rev vi. 8; viii, 113 ix. 11. 


dvépar. = by name. 

Mt xxvii. 32. 

Mk v. 22. 

Lk i. 53 v. 273; X. 383; xvi. 203 xix. 2 (with xaAovpevos); xxiii. 
5O; Xxix. 18. 

Acts v. 1,.34;3 Vill. 93 ix. 40, 14, 22, 93, 965 %) 13-31. 28a 
13; <XVi. I, 143 XVi. 345 ‘XVI. 2, 4, 24.5 XiX. 245 3%, 6.0 SM 
40}; Xxvil. 13 xxviii. 7. 


és, in attraction. 

Mt xviii. 19; xxiv. 50. 

Mk vii. 13. 

Lk i. 4; il. 20*3 iil. 19*; v.c¢ (?P ys. ix, 26, 43°; Ki. 405 xveees 
Rix, 39" s XSi 4d: Sai oR. 

Acts. i, 1*, 22; il. 223 iti, 21%, oes wik 16; 24, 453 village 
36; X. 90"; xill. so"; xvii,'on y.xm, 98.3 Xxi. T0, 94% EXINSO™ 
If} XXiv, 21} XXv. 18: xxvi.a, 26,22. 

Rom iv. 17; xv. 18; 1 Cor vi. 19 ; vii. 1, 39; 2 Cori. 4, 6; x.8, 
135 XH. 37, 223 Eph.i, 6; 83 a. 204 ll. 403. Wits tee 
Lae EB. 
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Jniv. 14; vii. 31, 39 (?); xv. 20; xvii. 5 (?), 9, IL; Xxi. Io. 
Heb v. 8; vi. 10; ix. 20 (LXX); Jam ii. 5; 1 Pet iv. 11; 
2 Pet ii. 12; 1 Jn iii. 24; Jude rs dzs; Rev xviii. 6. 

The only ‘ attraction’ here considered is that of the relative 
pronoun to a noun (expressed or understood). On the 
various kinds of attraction see Winer, § xxiv. 1-3. 

* In these cases with wdvrev, macdv, or macow: cf. also 
Jude 15.° - 

obxt, &AAd. 
LE 4.60% xii, Kr; ili: 3, & 3 xvi. 30. 
Rom iii. 27; 1 Corx. 29. 
Jn ix. 9. 
Tapa = beyond. 
Lk iii. 13; xiii. 2, 4; xvili. 14 (but with some doubt as to the 
text). 
Rom 1...26% iv, 185 xii,.35 xiv. 6; «Gor ii 11; 2 Cor: viii. 3; 
Gal i. 8, g (see Lightfoot, 27% Zoc.). 
Reb. 4,-0.5 t.47, 9; ill. 9} IX. 233 xi. 4, 235 aii. 24. 

Acts xviii. 13; Rom i. 26; xi. 24; xvi. 17 are omitted, because 
the sense seems rather to be ‘contrary to’; and this may 
possibly be the case also as to one or two of the cases given 
above from the Epistles. 

Tapa Tos Todas. 
Mt xv. 30. 
Lk vii. 38 ; viii. 35, 41; xvii. 16. 
Acts 1.35.37 % ¥. 25 vil. B83; xxi. 3. 
Cf. mpos rovs rédas Mk 2, Lk 1, Acts1, Jn 1, Rev 1. 


TAS, OF Gras, 6 ads. 
Mt xxvii. 25. 
CE W163, 21** -vit. 29; vill. 475 ix. 135. xvii. 433 xix. 
eo” 3 S76"; xxi aS: xxiv. Zo. 
AGS ill. 9, TI }-1¥. LOS Vi 343 X41} Xili. 244. 
Heb ix. 19. | 
Also in Pericope de Adultera, Jn viii. 2. 


* Gnas. ‘t+ mas 6 ads “lopanar. 


mpds, used of speaking to. 


AMR IVS 41* 3 3.265 xi. 7"; xvi31*; xvi. g*. (xii. 12: is‘excladed.) 
mh 29,38, 36,34, $5, 61} ti. 2B*, 18, “20, 34, 48; 403 UL. 312, 
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13; iv. 4, 21, 23, 36%, 43; V. 4, 10, 22, 31, 33, 34, 36; vi 3, 
9, 114 Vii. 24, 40, 50; Vili. 21, 22, 25*; 1X. 3, 13, 14, 23, 33> 
43, 50, 57, 59, [62]; x. 2, 26,29; xi. 1, 5,395 xii. 1, 3 (?), 15; 
16, 22, 41 des (?); xiii. 7, 23; xiv. 3, 5, 7 #5, 23, 25; XV. 3, 
223; Xvi. 13 XVil. 1, 223 XvViiil, 9, 313 XIX. 5, 8, 9, 13, 33, 393 
XX, 2, 3, 9, 23, 25, 413 Xxii. 18, 52, YO$ XXili, 4, 14, 22 5-RXIV. Fy 
10, 14*, 17, 18, 25, 32, 44. (i. 28 and xx. 19 are excluded.) 

Acts i. 7; ii. 12, 29, 34, 381} iil.. 12, 22, 28; IV, 4, Oyk0). 835 
8, ot, 35; Vil. 3; viii. 20, 26; ix. 10, 11+, 193°x. 285 XL 24; 
20; xii. 8, 15, 21 (?); xv. 7, 36; xvi. 975 xvill 6, 1¢5 Rim, 
2, at; xxi. 37, 39; xxii. 8, 10, 21, 253 XXUL 95 Xxy, 08,280 
xxvi. I, 14, 26, 281, 31°; xxviii. 4*, 17, 21, 25. (xxili. 30 is 
excluded.) 3 

Rom x, 21; 1 Thes ii. 2, 

Jn ii. 3; iii. 45 iv. 15, 33*, 48, 495 Vi. 5, 28, 345 vil. 3, 35°, 503 
vill. 31, 33, 673 41. 213 Xi. 19° xvi. 17° 5 xix. ages 

Heb v. 5; vii. 21(?); 2 Jn 12(?); 3 Jn 14(?). (Hebi. 7, 8, 13; 
xi. 18 are excluded.) 

In Mt iii. 15 WH mg and Tisch have eiev mpds airév. © 

* apos dddndous, éavtovs, éavrds. t+ In these 6 cases in Acts 
the verb is understood, not expressed. 

otpadets. 
Mt vii. 6 (orpapevres); ix. 22; Xvi. 23. 
Lk vii. 9,:44; ix. 55; X. 23; xiv. 25; xxu.61.5 xxuL 38, 
Jni. 38; xx. 16 (orpadéioa). 

Always used of Jesus, except in Mt vii. 6 and Jn xx. 16. 

Mk, who never uses orpadeis, has émorpapeis twice (v. 30 ; viii. 
33); Jn also has it in xxi, 22. | 

tis ; with optative (see Additional Note, p. 53). 
Mk viii. 37 (?). 
Lk i. 625 ‘vi. 11% Vill. Q% 1x,465 xv. 26 }. Xvi. 963 XE Ga 
Acts Vs 245 X.. 275 XvVH. 28 3 Feu. Fe. 

Mk viii. 37 is more probably a subjunctive. So Swete and 
Gould, 7” /oc., WH Notes, p. 168, and Moulton’s note on 
Winer, p. 360. 

tis é& Spay ; 
Mt vi. 27 ; vil. 9 (with &Opemos). 
Lk xi. 5; xii. 253 xiv. 28; xv. 4 (with dvOpwmos) ; xvii. 7. (Cf. 
also xi, 11 riva e& ipav ; and xiv. 5 Tivos dpar 5) 
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tis, with nouns. 

Mt xviii. 12. (Contrast his more frequent use of «is with nouns, 
P- 30.) 

Mk xiv. 51; xv. 21. 

Lk i. 5; vii. 2, 415 viii. 2, 27 (?); ix. 8, 193; X. 25, 30, 31, 33, 
a8 dis; xi. 1, 27; 36; <il. 4, 163 xii. 31; XIV. 2, 16; xv. II; 
Evi f, 30.) 403 “Xvi, 12; XVI. 9,08, 96} Kix. 225 xxi. 2; 
xxii. 56, 59 (dAdos tus) ; Xxili. 8, 19, 26 5 XXiv. 22, 41. 

Acts iii. 2; v. 1, 23 viii. 9 O25, 34 (érépov rwds), 36 ; ix. 10, 19*, 33, 
a6 445°R, i; 6. 6, 3%, 48" 5 <i hy xi. 6, 16 { xiv. 8} xv. 2 
(twas dAdovs), 36* ; xvi. I, 9, 12%, 14, 163 Xvii. 5, 6, 20, 21, 34; 
XViii. 2, 14, 23, 243 XiX. T, 14, 24, 32 (@Ado 71); XX. Q35 XXi. 
10 (?), 16, 34 (@ANo 7) 5 xxil. 12; xxiv. I dzs, 18, 24* ; xxv. 13%, 
14, 16, 19 dzs, 263; xxvii. 1, 8, 16, 26, 27, 39; XXVill. 3. 

Rom i. 11, 13; viii. 393 ix. 313 xiii. g; xv. 26; 1 Cori. 16 (rwa 
@Xov) ; vii. 12; ix. 125 xi. 18; xiv. 243 xvi. 7; 2 Cor x. 8; 
xi. 1, 16; Gal vi. 1; Eph vi. 8; Phil ii. 1 guaser; iii. 4 (rs... 
@dXos) ; iv. 8 d¢s; Colii. 23; 1 Tim v. 4, 16, 24. 

Jn i. 46; iv. 46; v. 5, 143 Xi. 15 Xil. 203 XxXi. 5. 

Heb ii. 7,9 (both LXX); iv. 7; x. 273 xi. 403 xii. 15 (LXX), 16; 
Jam i. 18; v. 12; Jude 4. 

* With nyepa in these 6 places only. 

Some adjectives as well as substantives are here included 
under ‘nouns’. 

ms is also used with eis in Lk xxii. 50; Jn xi. 49; and 
perhaps in Mk xiv. 47, 51; and with dvo in Lk vii. 19; 
Acts xXxill. 23. 


6 before the interrogative tis or ti; 
tie. G23) ix. 46> Zix. 46 * Mxil. 23; 24. 
Acts xxli. 30. 
Rom viii. 26, 
And there is a similar use of ré before was in Lk xxii. 2, 4; 
Acts iv. 21. Cf. also 1 Thes iv. 1. 


76, ta, before prepositions. 
Mt xxiv. 17. 


Mk ii. 2. 

Lkii. 39; viii. 15 (?); X.7 5 XIX. 425 xxii. 37*; xxiv. 19*, 27*, 35. 
Acts i. 3*; (iv. 243 xiv. 153; xvii. 24 LXX); xviii. 25*; xxiii. 11%, 
ie” > SBIV. 10°; 84, 42%, 225 ARV. 245° xxvilic 7"; 10, 156 %< 
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Rom i: 16; ix. §; xu. 18:; xv. 17; 1 Cor xiii. 10; 2’ Cor v. 10; 
x4; Eph isro des; vi. 21, 32% Phil i: 22, 2¥*, 203-41. 26%5 
20*, 23%; iv. 18; Col i.-20 bes5 Sil. 23 iv.-4,. 8*, 

Heb ii. 17; v. 1; 2 Pet i. 3; 1 Jnii. 15, 16; (Rev x. 6 er LXX). 

* ra mepi (in Lk xxii. 37 76 epi). 


tod, before infinitives. 

Mt il, 19°3. i. 13:5 (XL £3 Xi. 93: 35b. 224 Sxiv.ge 

Lk i. 74, 77,79; ii. 21 2(?), 24; 27; iv. ro(LXX); v.75 vill. B¢ 
ix, 51; x. 19 (?); xii, 425: XVii.15 xxi..22;-xxil. O{t) St ; axig 
16, 25, 29, 45. 

Acts iii, 3, 12; [v..391;] vil. 193 ix. 163 % 47.5 xi gy 
XIV. 93 XV. 20; XxVilL Io; xx. .20(?), 24 {?), 30; xxl.’t2 > -sxiu, 
20; xxvi. 18 d¢5; xxvii. 1. 

Rom i. 24; vi. 6; vii: 3; viii. 12; xi. 8 dts, 10 (LXX); 1 Cor x. 
13; Gal iii. 103; Phil iii. ro. 

Heb x. 7 (LXX), 9 (LXX); xi.5; Jamv.17; 1 Pet iii. 1o(LXX). 

From the above list are excluded 14 cases (viz. Mt vi. 8; 
Lk ii, 215; xxii. 18; Acts viii, 40; xxiii. 153 2 Cot vik 
12; vill. 11 5; Gal ii, 12; iil. 23; Jn 1,48 xid. To3 RvB. 
5; Heb ii. 15; Jam iv. 15) in which the rod is governed by 
a preposition (usually zpé) or by és used as a preposition ; 
also 16 cases (viz. Lk i. 9, 57; ii. 6; iv. 42; Acts xiv. 18; 
XX, 3; xxvii. 20; Rom xv. 22, 23; 2 Cor ix. 105 Xvi 
2 Cori. 8; vili.1ra@; Philiii,21; Hebv. 12; 1 Pet iv. 17) 
in which this genitive is mainly or entirely dependent upon 
the previous noun or verb, which may perhaps be more or 
less true of the cases marked (?) above. But even so the 
telic use of rod with the infinitive remains a decidedly Lucan 
characteristic. 

The Grammars of Winer (§ xliv. 4), Blass (p. 235), J. H. 
Moulton (i. 216-18) may be consulted. 


toitov = ‘him’. 
Mt xxvii. 32. 
Lk ix. 26; xii. 5; xix. 145 °xm.:12;)133 &xui, 2, 18, 
Acts ii. 23; ii. 16; v.31, 373 (vil. 9390); x. 403 xii 835 Svea: 
XVi. 93 -XXV, 24; 
1 Cor il. 25-ii. 173 Phil ii. 235 2 Thes iii. 14: 
.[n-v. 63 VL 8y p vib. 294 ix, 2g 3 Xvi, 405 Max2s ESL, SE, 
Heb viii. 3. 
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So also ravrnvy, Lk xiii. 16; and cf. the use of - rovrov, 
Acts xiii. 23, 38. 
poBdopwar, used of fearing God. 
Mt x. 28. 
Lk i. 50; xii. 5 dzs 3 xviii. 2, 4 5 xxiii. 40. 
Acts x. 2, 22, 353 xiii. 16, 26. 
Col iii. 22 (where, however, rdv Kvpiov, not rév Céor, is the better 
reading). 

Rev xiv. 7; xix. 5. (Cf. also xv. 4.) 


dwvy, with yivopar. 
Mk i. rr (?). 
Ae 4 443 S225 -1x.-35, 36. 
Acts li. 6; vii. 31; x. 135 xix. 34. (Cf. also ii. 2 jyxos.) 
Jn xii. 30. 
Rev vill. 5 ; xi. 15, (19); (xvi. 18). 
Plural in Rev. 


xaipw, of rejoicing, not of greeting. 

Mt ii. 10; v. 12; xviii. 13. 

Mk xiv. 11. : | 

LE i. 845 Vis. 29; x0.20 dss$ Xiil. 17 3 xv. 5, 32:3 xix. 6, 395 xxii. 
53 Xxili. 8. 

Acts v. 41; viii. 39; xi. 233 xiii. 48; xv. 31. 

Rom xii. 12, 15 ds; xvi. 19; 1 Cor vii. 30 d753 xiii. 6; xvi. 17; 
2 Cor ii. 3; vi. 10; vii. 7, 9, 13, 16; xiii. g; Phil i. 18 S25; 
Bx iy, 18, 385 in. £. (?); iv.-4 bes. (0), 10; Col i. 24 ; ii. g ; 
1 Thes iii. 9; v. 16. 

Jn iii. 293; iv. 36; viii. 56; xi. 15; xiv. 28; xvi. 20, 223 xX. 20, 

1 Pet iv. 13; 2 Jn 4; 3 Jn 3; Rev xi. 10; xix. 7. 

Bp. Lightfoot renders ‘farewell’ in Phil iii. 1, and suggests 
a combination of the two senses in iv. 4. 

Cf. evppaive on p. 19 above. And see Harnack, Acts of 
App., Excursus III (E. T., pp. 277 ff.). 


@s = ‘ when’, 

Mk ix. 21. 

Lk i. 23, 41, 443 ii. 15, 393 iv. 25; v.43 vii. 12; xi. 23 xii. 58; 
XV. 25; XIX. 5, 29, 41; xX. 37 (?); xxii. 66; xxiii, 26; xxiv. 
32 zs. 

Acts 1. 10; v. 243 vii. 233 viii, 36; ix. 233 x. 7, 17,253 xiii. 26, 
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29; Riv. H 3 Xvi. 4, TO, (IRS RV 3945 ‘avih “Hs xix. -9,- Ors 
ZX. 14, 185 xxi. 1, 32, 2473 SR. 2, 25 So AXV. 245 REVIT, Oe 
XXviii. 4. 
Rom xv. 24; 1 Cor xi. 34; Phil ii, 23: with a in all three cases. 
Jn ii, 9, 233 iv. 3, 40}. Vita, 165 Vil. 10; Xi. 6,80, 20, 92, 244 
XVili. 6; Xix. 33; XX. 113 xxi.g. (Also in Pertcope de Adultera, 
viii. 7.) , 
In some of these cases és can be best rendered by ‘as’, but in 
all of them there is some reference to time. , 
Harnack (Sayzngs of Jesus, E. T., p. 160) observes that such 
‘temporal clauses with os are entirely absent from’ the 
passages which he assigns to ‘Q’. 


6, &c., with words inserted between the article and noun. 

Mt vii. 3. 

Mk iv. 19; v. 26; vi. 36. 

LE i. yo; vi. 423 ix: 19,97) XVi. 10, 16 5 RIK, 86, 

Acts v. 165 viii; 245 -X. 46% XI. 42): XV. 995 XR S35 BVe cee 
28; xix. 25, 983 xx, 21,463 XKL 23, 279 Xml 23 xe 
EXV, 27} XXVI. 3, 13:5 KEWL @. 

Rom i, 12; ii, 27 dis; iii, 26; iv, 12:5 Vil. 925 vill, 389 32,49 
an (LXX); xi. 5, 8, a1, 243 xvi. &, 14,185 1 Corive are ve 
19; xvi. 193 2 Cor. 123. iv. 265 vil. 20 bet Vi, oes 
ix. 25 ‘XH. 11.3 Gal 1. 2,- 39 piv. 28,.260; Eph i. 13 anaes 
Phil -ii. 30 428; iii, 143 iv. 21,3 Col i, 2; 11. 6 143 ti oR ms 
15. 0:3 1 Tim iv. 34) V.. 3; By FO3-Vi. 9,105 2 Dimiea ee 
Wo} Tit i. O¢ ii. 29:5 I: 163 Palem2, 

Jn ix. 13. 

Heb ii..2; ix. 153 x.32; xi. 73 Jam iii. 173 1 Pet i. 13 4, 143 
ili, 2, 3, 15, 16, 19}3.1v. 2, 8, 123 ¥. 2,.03°2 Petl. 4. QO. 
13; ili. 6, 7,10; Jude 7; Revii, 12 (@)3 ii, 14th I, pee 
v. 13; xvii. 14 (?). 

This list, mainly derived from Bruder, p. 598, might perhaps 
be enlarged. Adjectives agreeing with the substantive are 
not included among the ‘ words inserted’, nor are conjunc- 
lions and particles. 


Hpepa with yivopar. 
Lk iv. 42; vi. 13:3 xxii. 66, 
Acts xi. 18; xv. 35 3- xxii. 22; xxvil 20; 39; 36; . 
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awéduv or wédets after katd distributive. 
Lk viii. 1, 4 xiii. 22 (the only plural). 
Acts xv. 21, 36; xX. 23. 
So kar’ ékkAnoiav, Acts xiv. 23; and perhaps kar’ otkoy Acie li. 
ioe ay y 2 


otaQeis, otabévtes. 
Lk xviii. 11, 40; xix. 8. 
Acts Wi F43 Vy 205 Xi.13 5. XVI, 22.3 xxv, 185 XXVil,;-21. 


xpévor (plural). 
Lk viii, 29; xx. 9; xxiii. 8, 
Acts 1,.73 d= ats. xvil. 30. 
Rom xvi. 25; 1 Thesv. 1; 2 Timi. 9; Titi. 2. 
1 Pet i. 20. 
xpévor kat kaipoi are coupled together in Acts i. 7 and 1 Thes 
v. I only. 


AppitionaL Notes to Part I. 
Additional Note on the use of the Imperfect Tense (p. 9). 


(a) The comparatively unfrequent use of this tense by Matthew 
deserves notice, the numbers (excluding for the present the verb 
substantive) being in the historical books Mt 94, Mk 228, Lk 259, 
Acts 829, Jn 163. These figures include én, though it is imperfect 
in form only and not in force; the occurrences of it are in Mt 15, 
Mk 6, Lk 7, Acts 15, Jn 12. 3 

No doubt the rarer use of the imperfect in Mt and Jn than in the 
other historical books is in a considerable degree due to the larger 
amount of discourse in proportion to narrative which they contain. 

(4) The imperfect of the verb substantive with participles is also 
rare in Mt, the numbers being— 

: Mt Mk Lk Acts Jn 
With any participles Cae. 5 oe) a FS 
With present participles only 4 16 28 24 8 


For some of the many instances of this in LXX see Gen iv. 2, 
17; Vi. 12° > xiii, 105-xiv.. 125 Xvill..22*; xxvi. 35 } xxXxix, 2%; 
xl. 6*; in all these cases except the three marked * the present 
participle is used, 

E 2 
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On the subjects of this note may be consulted Allen’s S*/. 
Matthew, pp. Xx—xxiii (showing Mt’s changes from Mk); Dalman, 
W. J, pp. 35f.; besides the usual Grammars (J. H. Moulton’s 
figures slightly differ from the above, Gr., i, 227). 


Additional Note on &deyev, €heyov (p. 12). 


The extremely few! occurrences of these imperfects in LXX are 
as follows :—édeyev or ¢Aeye is found in Judg xix. 30; 2 Ki xv. 2; 
xvi. 7; [3 Ki iii. 22 ;] 2 Chro xx. 21; 1 Esdr viii. 70 (74); [Esther 
li. 15; iii. 45] Jobi. 5; [Tobit x. 6;] 2 Macciii. 13; xiv. 26; xv. 
22; 4 Mace iv. 2, 6,12; ix. 28; xi. 12, 30; xiii ‘22)°12% xvEk 
6, 12 (28 cases). And the plural @Aeyov is found in Gen xix. 5; 
Numb xxxii. 5,16; Deuti. 25; [Judg xviii. 8;] 1 Ki xii. 10; xviii. 
ys xix, 243-2 Chro v. 13; Prov v.43. 16 vi. 4¢ Jer xlv. 22; Dan 
Theod vii. 5; 4 Macc vi. 13; xiii. 13, 18; xvii. 1 (17 cases). 

The five cases enclosed in square brackets are not found in the 
B-text. Pss Ixxii. (Ixxiii.) 15 and xciii. (xciv.) 16 and 2 Macc iv. 
47 were purposely omilted as conditional sentences; and 4 Macc 
Xvi. 15 as being a mere mistake for éAeyes. 

The above list of (23+ 17 =) 40 cases is of interest as showing 
in the later books, as compared with the earlier, the gradual loss on 
the whole (for Numb xxxii. 5, 16; Deut i. 25 may be exceptions) 
of the ‘imperfect’ sense of continuity or repetition in éAeyey and 
éAeyov in narrative. It is to be remembered as to 4 Macc, in which 
14 out of the 40 instances are found, that according to the latest 
and best authority it ‘ must be placed at the close of the first century 
of our era’ (Thackeray, Gram. of O. T. in Greek, p. 6). 

Compare the use of ép7, mentioned in the preceding note. _ 


- Additional Note on obpavds and obpavot (p. 30). — 


The singular and plural are used as ‘follows by the various 
writers in the New Testament. It will be seen that Matthew, 
Hebrews, and 2 Peter are the only books in which the plural is 
more frequent than the singular ; but in the Pauline Epistles they 
are almost equal. 


* Extremely few in comparison with cimey, &c., as may be seen by glancing 
at the 50 columns occupied by eizeiy in Hatch and Redpath’s Concordance. 


~, 
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I 
Mt Mk Lk Acts Paul Jn Heb Jam 1 Pet 2 Pet Rev 


2; 

n 
ae oot Bee ak (84) TE £8. eo ee) Seca” ea € 
Men rene es ee Oe. Gane oo: 8 eS I 
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‘The one case in Rev is xii. 12, a quotation from or reminis- 
cence of LXX, in which ovpavoi occurs 4 times with 
evhpaive, viz. Deut xxxii. 43; Ps xcv. 11; Is xliv. 23; 
xlix. 13 {edp. is also found with the singular in 1 Chro 
xvi. 31; Is xlv. 8). 

The plural is not frequent in LXX: it only occurs about 50 
times against more than 600 occurrences of the singular. It is 
least uncommon in the Psalms, where it is used about 30 times, 
and the singular about 50 times. 


Additional Note on the use of the Optative Mood. 


Besides the 17 (?18) instances of the optative which have been 
entered once or more under the headings of év (p, 35), ety (p. 38), and 
tis (p. 46), the only cases of that mood in the historical books are 
Mk xi. 14 (¢ayo, see p. 133), Lk i. 38 (yévoero) and xx. 16 (ju) yévorro), 
and Acts xvii. 11, 27 7s, xxiv. 19, xxv. 1607s, 20, xxvii. 12, 39 
(the last two cases being in a ‘ We-Section’). When we add together 
all these occurrences of optative forms, they amount to Mt 0, 
Mk 1 (?2), Lk 11, Acts 17, Jn O—a remarkable result. In the 
Epistles there are about 84 instances, of which the Pauline 
exclamation py yévoiro supplies 14. It is well known that the optative 
was obsolescent in the ordinary Greek of N. T. times. 


PART II 


INDICATIONS OF SOURCES 


SECTION I 
IDENTITIES IN LANGUAGE 


THESE are so numerous and so close, and in many cases 
they contain constructions or words which are so very 
unusual or even peculiar, that the use of written Greek 
documents is prima facie suggested by them. Certainly 
they throw very serious difficulties in the way of an 
exclusively ‘oral theory’. And, so far as they extend, 
they render the hypothesis of independent translations? 


1 They would make such a theory impossible if we did not know that the 
memories of teachers and learners were trained and cultivated in Judaea to 
an extent far beyond anything within our own experience. See Schiirer, 
Hist. of Jewish People, 11. i. 324 (E. T.); and Schiller-Szinessy on the 
Mishnah in Enc. Brit., xvi. 504. Some interesting parallels and illustrations 
from the East may be seen in Driver’s Genesis, p. xliv; Max Miiller’s Last 
Essays, Series I, pp. 122-37 ; Geden’s Studies in Eastern Religions, pp. 13, 
26, 251. And there is a western parallel in Caesar’s account (B. G., vi. 
14) of the exclusively oral teaching of ‘a great number of verses’ by the © 
Druids, referred to by York Powell (Life, ii. 242), who thought that ‘ in 
these days of print we are apt to undervalue the possibilities of human 
memory’ (7b. i. 206). But it may be doubted whether the matter committed 
to memory in these cases was often parallel in kind to the contents of 
our historical Gospels ; see Burkitt, Zhe Gospel History, &c., p. 145. 

2 The past tense used by Papias (jpynvevoe 8 aita ws fv Suvatds ExacTos, 
see p. xill above) tells us that such independent translations of the Matthaean 
Logia had been made at first, but does not say that they continued in use 
during his own time (and we must remember that Eusebius may be giving 
us but a very small and incomplete fragment of what Papias wrote). 
Josephus tells us at the beginning of his Jewish War that he himself trans- 
lated it into Greek, after writing it in the language of his country (77 rarpiq). 
And 1 Macc ‘was written originally in Hebrew (or Aramaic)’, though ‘it 
has come down to us only in the form of a Greek translation, which was 
probably in existence as early as the time of Josephus’ (Schiirer, of. cit., 
II. iii. 8f.). So there may have been similarly an early and generally 
accepted translation of the Logia. 
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from the Zogia, or from any other Aramaic source, ex- 
tremely improbable. 
These identities are of three kinds (A, B, C) :— 


A. In the construction of sentences. 


(i) In Mark, Matthew, and Luke (Mark is placed first, as 
being admittedly the oldest document) :— 


I. 


Mk ii. 10 ta Se cidnre | Mt ix. 6 a Sé eidnre |} Lk v. 24 iva Se eidjre 
Uy] Y] 4 U] 


KTA.—A€yet T@ mapa-| KTA.—rdTe Heyer TO| KrA.—eimev TH Tra 
: ere. B5P ; Y t : ly sal 
“. ‘ , -, ” , s Q , 
AUTLK@ Zot A€yw, | mapaduTica . Eyerpe| AeAvpev@’ ol éya, 
Eyeupe KTA, KTA, €yetpe KA, 
Be 


Mk iii. 19 kat "IovSav | Mt x. 4 kai “lovdas 6) Lk vi. 16 Kat “Iovday 
"IoxapiwO, ds kai map- | “Iokapiwrns, dxalmapa- | “IoxapiaO, os éyévero 
édwxev adtov, Sovs adtov. mpooddtns. 

Observe also in Mk xiv. 10; Mt xxvi. 14; Lk xxii. 3, and 
again in Mk xiv. 43; Mt xxvi. 47; Lk xxii. 47 the 


repetition of the fact that Judas was ‘ one of the twelve’ or 
‘of the number of the twelve’. 


3: 
Mk xii. 14; Lk xx. 21 én’ ddy- | Mt xxii. 16 tiv 6ddv rod Ccod év 


Geias thy 6ddv Tod Ccod diddckers. 





adnéecia diddcoxets. 


(ii) In Mark and Matthew :— 


| 


Mk i. 16; Mt iv. 18 joav yap ddecis. 
2%, 


Mk v. 28 edeyer yap éri Edy do- | Mt ix. 21 édeyev yap év éaurh, Edy 


pat KrA, pdvov ayyopat Kr. 


1 Parenthetical additions of explanations, 
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2. 
Mk viii. 2; Mt xv. 32 dy tépar rpeis mpoopeévovaiv por Kr. 
On the construction see Winer’s Grammar, § Ixii. 2 and note ; 
Blass, p. 85; J. H. Moulton, i. 70. In Mk WH mg has 
npépats tprotv with B only. 


y 
Mk xiii. 14; Mt xxiv. 15 6 dvaywookev voeiro. 
5! 

Mk xiv. 2 €Aeyov yap, My ev 7H | Mt xxvi. 5 eAeyov S€, My ev rH 
€opth, pnmote éxtat OdpuBos rod €optn, wa py OdopuBos yévnrar ev 
Aaov. T@ aw, 

6 1 

Mk xv. 10 eyivwoxev yap dre Sia | Mt xxvii. 18 dee yap ore dia 
bOdvov mapaded@xercay adrov oi pOdvov mapedxay avrov. 
apxtepeis, 


(iii) In Mark and Luke :— 
I. 

Mk i. 7 08 obk eiui ixavds kiwas | Lk iii. 16 08 ove cipt ixavds Adoa 
Adoa Tov ipavta Toy Urodnpdtev Tov inavra rev UrodnpaT@y avTov. 
avtov. 

[But D and other Western authorities omit atrod. | 
Cf. also Jn i. 27. The only other instances of this construc- 
tion (ob . . . avrov) seem to be Mk vii. 25; Acts xv. 17; 
[1 Pet ii.24 Tisch but not WH or R;] Rev iii. 8; vii. 2,9; 
xii. 8, 12 ; xx. 8. See Blass’s Gram., p. 175, and J. H. 
Moulton’s, i. 94, 237. 


z%, 


Mk v. 8 &deyev yap air@”EEcdbe | Lk viii. 29 mapnyyeArey yap ro 


TO Tvetpa td axabaptov ek Tov: mvevpatt T@ aKkabdptm €&edOeiv 
> ’ wh ~ , 
avOparrov. amd Tov avOparov, 


The appeal of the demons having been first recorded, the 
cause of it is thus added afterwards, in both Gospels. 
1 Parenthetical additions of explanations. Also notice nv yap «TA. in 


Mk x. 22, Mt xix. 22, and (though not with identical words following) 
Lk xviii. 23. 
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(iv) In Matthew and Luke :— 


I. 
Mt vii. 3 rnv S€ ev 7 o@ 6fOadrpe@ | Lk vi. 42 Hv ev to dpOadrpo cov © 
Soxdv, Soxov, 

Such an insertion of words between the article and its noun 
is found here only in Matthew, but 3 times in Mark, and 
frequently in Luke, Acts, and other books. See pp. 27 
and 50. - 


B. In single words and short phrases.' 
(i) In Mark, Matthew, and Luke :— 


I. 
dmap0y Mk ii. 20; Mt ix. 15; Lk v. 35. 7 
draipw or dmaipoua here only in N. T.: but the active draipo 
is frequent in LXX. 


2. 
eriBAnua Mk ii. 21; Mt ix. 16; Lk v. 36 des. 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 1. Used in Classical Greek of 
a cloak or of hangings, not of a patch. 


a. 
onopinov Mk ii, 23; Mt xii. 1; Lk vi. 1. 
ondpiwos here only in N.T.: LXX 4. 


4. 
riddovres Mk ii, 23; riddew Mt xii. 1; ércAAov Lk vi. 1. 


riko here only in N.T.: LXX 8. In Greek generally, riAdo 
is used of hair, dpéro of flowers and fruit. 


1 Asa rule, the identities in language which seem to the compiler most 
remarkable have been placed first in the following lists. But this rule has 
not been uniformly observed, for it has been thought best to group together 
instances taken from the same passage, e.g. the two from Mk ii. 20, 21, and 
the four from Mk viii. 3-7. The appended notes draw attention to the 
rarity of the word, and to the consequent degree of unlikelihood that any- 
thing but a common written origin can account for its use in more than one 
Gospel. In these notes, as elsewhere, the figures printed in thick type 
denote that the word or phrase occurs so many times in the New Test. or its 
various books, or in the Septuagint. | 
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5. 

oye Mk ii.g9; Mt ix. 5; Lk v. 23. 

peaiaelcetie ci! Bee x. 25; Mt xix. 24; Lk xviii. 25. 

_ evkomos Only once besides in N. T. (evxommrepov Lk xvi. 17): 
LXX 2. Apparently not common in Classical Greek. 


6. 
dvoxddos Mk x. 23; Mt xix. 23; Lk xviii. 24. 

The adverb here only in N. T.: 8dexodos only in the following 
verse of Mark: LXX 1. But both adjective and adverb 
are in classical use. 

7: 
katackevace: THY 6ddv cov Mk i. 2; Mt xi. 10; Lk vii. 27. 

In quotation from Mal iii. 1 where LXX has émPréperar.— 
kataoxevatw also Lk1, Heb 6,1 Pet 1, LXX 80, but nowhere 
with 68és or any similar word. 


8. 
(nprobqvac Mk viii. 36; Cypew69 Mt xvi. 263 Cypewbe’s Lk ix. 25. 
(nuidw elsewhere only Paul 3; LXX 7. 


9. 
évrparnoovra Mk xii. 6; Mt xxi. 37; Lk xx. 13. 
évrpénounac elsewhere in this sense with acc. only Lk 2, Heb 1, 
and LXX about 6 times. 
10. 
kareyehov avrov Mk v. 40; Mt ix. 24; Lk viii. 53. 
katayeAdw here only in N. T.: LXX about 22. 


pa 


ov py yevoworra Oavarov Mk ix. 1; Mt xvi. 28; Lk ix. 27. 
The phrase is also used in Jn viii. 52 and Heb ii. g: never in 
LXX, but cf. 2 Ki iii. 35 od pi yevoopar aprov. 


12. 
apeikey Mk xiv. 47; Mt xxvi. 51; Lk xxii. 50, with @rapiov, driov, 
and ovs respectively. 
apatpew also Lk 8, Paul 1, Heb1, Rev 2, but never in a physical 
sense as here. dmoxémtw would have seemed a more likely 
word, as in Jn xviii. 10, 26, and in Judg i. 6, 7. In 
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LXX, however, dfaipéw is used of cutting off the head in 
Gen xl. 19 ; 1 Kixvii. 46,51; 2 Kiiv. 7 (?); xvi.g; xx. 22; 
4 Ki vi. 323 Judith xiii, 8; xiv. 15; 1 Macc vii. 47 (of 
right hand also) ; xi. 17; 2 Macci. 16(?). Cf. also Levi 
16; 1 Ki xxiv. 5, 6, 12. 


13. 
pera payarpav kai EvAwv Mk xiv. 43, 48; Mt xxvi. 47, 553 Lk xxii. 52. 
£vdov in this sense here only in N. T.: and very rare in LXX, 
paBdos and Baxrnpia being the usual words: see, however, 
er xt. a0 358s. x8 > also:.2 Ki: xxi, £95. xx1il;. 7; 
1 Chro xx. 5 of the staff of a spear. 


14. 
avefona tpav Mk ix. 19; Mt xvii. 17; Lk ix. 41. 
Here only in Gospels: but Acts 1, Paul 10, Heb 1: 
LXX 12. 


5. 
viol rod vuppavos Mk ii. 19; Mt ix. 15; Lk v. 34. 
vuppov here and Mt xxii. 10(?) only in N. T.: in LXX only 
Tobit 2. 


161, 
éfédero Mk xii. 1; Mt xxi. 33; Lk xx. 93 also éxdadcera 
Mt xxi. 41. 
éxdiSoua here only in N. T.: LXX 18, but not in this sense of 
‘letting out’, which, however, is classical (Swete on Mk 
xii. 1). 
The unusual grammatical form ¢éédero (see WH, WVoies, 
pp. 167 f.) occurs in the A-text of Ex ii. 21 and 1 Macc x. 
58: itis also paralleled in the papyri(J. H. Moulton, Gram., 
i. 55) 
17}, 
kataoxnvow Mk iv. 32; Mt xiii. 32 ; xareoxnvocey Lk xiii. 19. 
xatasknvio besides in N.T. only Acts ii. 26 from LXX: in 
LXX it is very frequent. 


1 These three words or phrases being such as would be required, or at 
least such as would be naturally suggested, by the subject-matter, not much 
stress is laid upon them, 
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(ii) In Mark and Matthew ! :— 
I. 


kare£ovordgovow avrav Mk x. 42; Mt xx, 25. 
kareovora¢w is not quoted as occurring anywhere else. 


2; 
axupovvres Mk vii. 13; Mt xv. 6. 
axupdo besides in N. T. only Gal iii. rz. In LXX 7 (6 of the 
cases being in 2 Macc); and several times in the fragments 
of the other Greek versions. 


3: 
xuvapiots Mk vii. 27; Mt xv. 263; xuvapea Mk vii. 28; Mt xv. 27. 
xuvapiov here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 


re 
ard trav yixiov Mk vii. 28; Mt xv. 24. ; 
yuxiov here only in N.T.: never in LXX or in Classical 
Greek. 
5. 
mores Mk viii. 3; Mt xv. 32. 
vnorts here only in N. T.: vnorns or vores LXX 1. 


6. 
exAvOnoovra ev Th 6S@ Mk vill. 3; exdvOaow ev r7 656 Mt xv. 32. 
exkvm besides also Paul 1, Heb 2: frequent in LXX, and 
about 8 times in exactly the same sense as here. 


1E 
en’ epnuias Mk viil. 4; &v epnuia Mt xv. 33. 
epnuia here only in Gospels, and Paul 1, Heb 1: LXX 7. In 
NT. pqyos rémog and 4 épnuos are the usual forms. 


8. 
ixOvdia Mk viii. 7; Mt xv. 34. 
ix@vdvov here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 
Q. 


6 euSanrrépevos Mk xiv. 20 ; 6 euBapas Mt xxvi. 23. 
€uBantw here only in N. T., and never in LXX. 


1 It would be very easy to lengthen this list. 
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Io. 


eis To ToUBALov Mk xiv. 20; ev rd trpvBAio Mt xxvi. 23. 
tpuBdov here only in N. T.: LXX 19. 


II. 
podos ovexds Mk ix. 42; Mt xviii. 6. 
éuxés here only in N.T. and never in LXX or elsewhere. 
But J. Lightfoot (quoted by Swete on Mk) and others show 
that there was a Jewish phrase of which this would be 
an obvious rendering. (See “vc. Bidl., iii. 3094.) And 
the word itself occurs in the papyri cited as BU 913 
(1st century A. D.). 
12. 
éexo\dBoaoey Mk xiii. 20 b25; exodkoBwOnoav, KodoBwOncovra 
Mt xxiv. 22. 
kod\oBdéw here only in N, T.: LXX 1, but more frequent in the 
fragments of the other Greek versions. 


3. 
mposipyka byiv Mk xiii. 23; Mt xxiv. 25. 
mpoep@ here only in Gospels: Paul 4, Heb 1 (?), 2 Pet 1, 
Jude 1: LXX 12. 
14. 
dvrdddaypa Mk viii. 37; Mt xvi. 26. 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 10. The parallel in Sir xxvi. 14 
is remarkable. 
Is. 
évepyodow ai Suvapers ev aire MK vi. 143; ai duvdpes evepyovow ev aira 
Mt xiv. 2. 
évepyeéw here only in Gospels, but in Epistles 18: LXX 7. 


16. 


dpoveis Mk viii. 33; Mt xvi. 23. 
dpovéw here only in Gospels ; but Acts 1, Paul 28: LXX 15. 


14. 
moA€pwous Kat dxoas modcpov Mk xiii. 7; Mt xxiv. 6. 
In this sense, the plural dkoai here only in N. T., and LXX 2. 
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18. 

pynpdavvoyv Mk xiv. 9; Mt xxvi. 13. 
Besides this, in N. T. only Acts x. 4... But LXX 70: so it is 
perhaps the obvious word here; cf. e.g. Ex xvii. 14 LXX. 


19. 
ovddaBeiv pe Mk xiv. 48; Mt xxvi. 55. 
ovAdapBavw here only in Mark and Matthew; but also in this 
sense Lk 2, Jn 1, Acts 4, and frequently in LXX. 


20. 
mpoodaBdpevos a’tév Mk viii. 32; Mt xvi. 22. 
mpoohapBdve here only in Gospels; also Acts 5, Paul 5, and 
LXX 8, but never with exactly this meaning. 


tt; 
75n Spas woddAjs yevouerns s . . 75n Spa wo\An Mk vi. 353; 9 pa dn 
mapnddev Mt xiv. 15. 
épa, with this meaning of ‘ daytime’, apparently here only in 
N. T. (cf., however, Mk xi. 11). 


22. 
ov Bderes eis mpdowmov Mk xii. 14; Mt xxii. 16. 
Here only in N. T., and not in LXX, for 1 Sam xvi. 7 is not 
an exact parallel. Lk has the more usual ov AapBaves mpdo- 
wroy (Gal ii. 6 and LXX). 


23. 
adnpovetv Mk xiv. 13; Mt xxvi. 37. 
adnpovéo in N. T. only here and Phil ii. 26. Not in LXX, but 
Aq. and Symm. 


(iii) In Mark and Luke :— 


I. 
pariopevov Mk v. 153; Lk viii. 35. 
inatifm here only in N.'T.: not in LXX, nor elsewhere. 


2. 
cappovovvra Mk v. 15; LK viii. 35. 


aappovew here only in Gospels: also Paul 8,1 Pet 1. Not 
in LXX. 
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ey, 
karéxkaoev Mk vi. 41; Lk ix. 16 (Mt xiv. 19 has the more usual 
kAdaas). 


kataxAdw here only inN. T.: LXX 1. 


4. 
avayaov Mk xiv. 15; Lk xxii, 12. 
Here only in N. T.: not in LXX. (démepgov is used for an 
‘upper room’, Acts 4; also LXX 24.) 


5. 
vi re oxvddets Mk v. 353 pyxére oxvdAde Lk viii. 49. 
oxvdX besides in N. T. only Lk vii. 6 (uy oxvAdov) and Mt ix. 36: 
not in LXX, In Classical Greek usually in a physical sense. 


6. 
gipoOnre Mk i. 25; Lk iv. 35. 
dipdo also Mt 2, Mk 1, Paul 2, 1 Pet1: LXX 8. 


7. 
ets rs Mk xiv. 473; Lk xxii. 50. 
A remarkable case, zfs is genuine in both places, for it is 
only found elsewhere in N. T. with a numeral in Lk vii. 19 ; 
Jn xi. 49; Acts xxiii. 23 and perhaps Mk xiv. 51: but 
WH bracket it in Mk xiv. 47, it being omitted by NAL 
and a few other authorities. 


(iv) In Matthew and Luke :— 


dis 
érvovovov Mt vi. 11; Lk xi. 3. 
éntovotos not elsewhere in N. T., nor in LXX, nor anywhere 
else. But perhaps this identity may be accounted for by 
liturgical use. 


gporeovs Mt viii. 20; Lk ix. 58. 
godcds here only in N. T.; not in LXX. 
ae 
cataoxynvaces Mt viii. 20; Lk ix. 58. 


xarackynveots here only in.N.T.: LXX 5, but always of the 
temple or of the Divine Presence. 
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4. 
év yevynrois yuvackav Mt xi. 113 Lk vii. 28. 
yevynrés never elsewhere in N. T.: in LXX only yevvyros yuvarxds 
Job 5. 


5 6% 
kapos, Soxds, each 3 times in Mt vii. 3-5; Lk vi. 41, 42. 
Both here only in N. T.: in LXX xdpqos 1, doxos 10. 


7. 
diaBréWers Mt vii. 5 3 Lk vi. 42. 
diaBdére besides in N.'T. only Mk viii. 25: not in LXX. 


8. 
dmdovs Mt vi. 22; Lk xi. 34. 
Here only in N.T.: LXX 1, but more frequent in Aq,., 
Symm., Theod. 


9. 
goriwdv Mt vi. 22; Lk xi. 34; also 36 dzs. 
doris besides in N. T. only Mt xvii. 5: LXX 2. 


Io. 
oxorwov Mt vi. 23; Lk xi. 34; also 36. 
oxorwés here only in N. T.: LXX. 16. 


2 i 
-cecapopevoy Mt xii. 44; Lk xi. 25. 
aapéw besides in N. T. only Lk xv. 8: not in LXX. 


1% 
ixavos va , . . eioeAOns Mt viii. 8; Lk vii. 6. 
ixavés with iva here only in N. T.: not in LXX. 


13. 
py poBnOnre awd trav Mt x. 28; Lk xii. 4. 
oBéoua and here only in N. T:: but in LXX 49 times (25 of 
them with mpocdmov) out of about 440 occurrences of the 
verb. 


’ It is'remarkable that, in this list these are the only cases found in the 
Sermons on the Mount and on the Level Place. 


— 
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14. 
Gporoynger €v eyoi . . . dporoynow kayo (Lk 6 vids tod avOpwrov spo- 
Aoynzer) ev aira, Mt x. 32; Lk xii. 8. 
épokoyéw ev here only in N.T. (for the sense is different in 
Rom x.g); and not inLXX. See J. H. Moulton, Gram, 
i, 104, and Allen on Mt x. 32. 


Te 
wa pou tnd thy oreyny eioédOns Mt viii. 8; twa bro rHv oréyny pov 
eioéAOns Lk vii. 6. 
oréyn besides in N. T. only Mk ii. 4: LXX 5. 


16. 
eime Adym Mt viii. 8 ;- Lk vii. 7. - 
There seems to be no close parallel to this dative in N. T.: 
Alford refers only to Gal vi. 11 ypdppacw ¢ypaya, 


17. 
epnpovra Mt xii. 25; Lk xi. 17. 
épnudw besides in N. T. only Rev 8: frequent in LXX, 


18, 
epbacer ed’ ipas Mt xii. 28; Lk xi. 20. 
pédvw besides in N.T. only Paul 5: LXX 29: with en only 
Paul 1, LXX 6. 


C. Longer passages in which many words are identical. 


Here especially it should be borne in mind that in the 
earliest Christian days there was undoubtedly a habit and 
a power of accurate oral transmission, to which there is no 
parallel now. We therefore may not say of any closely 
similar passages that they cannot be thus accounted for. 
If however such passages asthe following are examined 
together, as they may be, e.g.in Tischendorf’s Synopsis 
Lvangelica, or, better still, in Rushbrooke’s Syxopticon, it 
seems difficult to believe that they owe nothing to a 
written Greek source. As to the narratives especially, it 
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appears very unlikely that they could have been handed 
on so exactly without the use of documents, even if this 
was the case with the discourses. 


E 5 = é : Tisch Synop- 
(i) Narratives (including sayings). Syn. Bo. ticon. 


Page 
Mk i. 16-20; Mt iv. 18-22: Calling of ne 


Andrew, fanies, and John , ‘ 31 4 
Mk i. 21-8; Lk iv. 31-7: The Deinosiae in the 

Syokeoine at Capernaum . j ‘ 32 5 
Mk i, 40-4; Mt viii. 2-4; Lk v. 12-14: Cleaaiciie 

of the Leper. ‘ ah 8 


Mt viii.9, 10; Lk vii. 8, 9: The caine s Faith! 42." "oases 
Mk vi. 41; ‘Mt xiv. 19; Lk 1x7 16: ee the 


5,000 . vig 41 
Mk viii. 1-9; Mt XV. 32-9: Peeaiue the 4,000 . 66 49 Ff. 
Mk xiv. 32-4; Mt xxvi. 36-8: Gethsemane . » 163 106 
Mk te 48, 49; Mt xxvi. 55, 56: ‘Are ye come 

* See. (cl, Ck xe. 62, Ba), ‘ T84 oe 
un xv. 29-32; Mt xxvii. 39-44: Jesus rieied on 

the Cross , ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ o. 2GR. Fes 


(ii) Discourses. 
Mk ii. 9, 10; Mt ix. 5,6; Lk v. 35,24: * Whether 


is easier, Be, ‘ : ‘ + , 96 10 
Mk ii. 19, 20; Mt ix. 15; Lk Vs 34, ae ‘Can the 

children of ihe bridechamber,’ &c. .. 37 12 
Mk xiii. 19-23; Mt xxiv. 21-5: ‘Shall yi tcitnibae 

tion, such as,’ &c. . ‘ , -- ¥a9 95f. 
Mi sh. 24-282 LE Xi, 46, 265" By hou do your 

gone, 46)... ; : ; ‘ ‘ ee 17 
Mt £8, 41, 42; Lk xi, 9x; 42% ‘The’ mén-of 

Nineveh’ and ‘the queen of the south’? . s OF > £66 


Mt xxiv. 43-51; Lk xii. 39-46: ‘If the master of 
the house had known,’ &c. ‘ , ‘ + O98 > 26 


The above are instances which have impressed the compiler 
of these lists, but there are other similarities as prolonged.® 
! This is the only non-Marcan narrative. 


2 But with change of order. 
3 Some of them are named by Baton, Introd. to N. T., p. 179 note. 


§ Identities in Language 67 


From these ‘identities of language’, which seem all but 
unaccountable unless we admit some use of written Greek 
documents, we have now to turn to other phenomena, 
which point, at least as distinctly, to the influences of oral 
transmission.! 


SECTION II 
WORDS DIFFERENTLY APPLIED 


WE not infrequently find the same, or closely similar, 
words used with different applications or in different con- 
nexions, where the passages containing them are evidently 
parallel. How could these variations have arisen? Copy- 
ing from documents does not seem to account for them ;? 
but it is not at all difficult to see how they might have 
arisen in the course of oral transmission. Particular 
words might linger in the memory, while their position in 
a sentence was forgotten; and in some cases they might 
become confused with other words of similar sound.’ 


1 On the combined use of these two kinds of sources see p. 217. 

2 Ido not forget the valuable caution against making a priori assertions 
‘as to what a serious writer will do, or will not do, in the way of dealing 
with the documents which he embodies in his work’, which is supplied 
by the Rev. C. Plummer’s article in the Expositor, July, 1889 (3rd Series, 
vol. x. pp. 23ff.), entitled ‘A Mediaeval Illustration of the Documentary 
Theory of the Origin of the Synoptic Gospels’. But after carefully 
examining his illustrations of the freedom which mediaeval chroniclers 
allowed themselves in adapting, altering, and combining the MSS, which 
lay before them, I still hold that the numerous instances of ‘ words differently 
applied’ which I have collected in this Section (though Mr. Plummer does at 
the bottom of p. 28 give one interesting parallel to them), and the ‘ ¢vans- 
positions’ which I have collected in the next Section, are, on the whole and 
when taken together, inexplicable on any exclusively documentary theory. 
See Moffatt’s Historical N. T.', p. 616, notes; also E. D. Burton, Principles 
of Literary Criticism, &c., pp. 20-2, referring to the literary methods 
(1) of N. T. writers as to quotations from O. T., (2) of the author of the 
Appendix to Mark, (3) of Tatian in his Diatessaron ; and Hobson, The Diat. 
of Tatian and the Synoptic Problem (Chicago, 1904), especially pp. 10 and 
75 ff. 

8 Some of the cases are such as might be ‘clerical errors’, arising either 
in the first MSS. or more probably afterwards, if the scribes wrote from 
dictation. ‘The ear would not always be a certain guide to the sense. One 
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Special attention will here be called to words of these 
kinds by the use of thick type. 


We may trace such variations :— 
A. In the reports of the sayings of Jesus (though on the 
whole these are more accordant than any other 
parts of the Synoptic Gospels). 


B. In the attribution of the same, or very similar, words 
to different speakers. 
C. In the use of the same, or very similar, words as part of 
a speech and as part of the Evangelist’s narrative. 
D. In the rest of the Synoptic narratives. 
The cases which seem to the present compiler most 


forcible will, as a rule, be placed first in the four lists ; but 
no stress is to be laid on this order. 


A. In the reports of the sayings of Jesus. 


i 


Mk iv. 19 émObvpiac ciomopeud- | Lk vill. 14 obrou. . . Topeudpevor 





pevat ouvmviyouow rov Adyov. ourTrvlyovTat. 
(Mt xiii, 22 cuvmviyer tov 
Adyov.) 
2. 
Mk xii. 20 otk &pakev omeppa. Mt xxii. 25 pa éxov oméppa &O7- 
| KEV THY yuvaika avrov, 
3- 
Mk xiii. 9, 10... eis | Mt xxiv. 14 Kal xnpv-| Lk xxi. 13 . . . amoBy- 


PapTuptov avtois, Kal 
> 4 \ Sad 
eis TavTa Ta €Ovn eee 


Set xnpvxOnvat Krr, 





xXOnoerar ... Els pap- 


TUpLov macw Tois EOve- 
ow. (Cf. also x. 18, 
which more nearly 
resembles Mk xiii. 9.) 





gerat tpiv ets papTU- 


plov. 


Thus the words eis papripsov have different applications in all 


three Gospels. 


word would sometimes be mistaken for another of similar sound but different 
meaning.’—G. L. Cary, The Synoptic Gospels, p. 334. 
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4. 
Mk xiii. 14 Orav dé| Mt xxiv. 15 Grav ovv|Lk xxi. 20 Otay de 
Wyte 7d BdeAvypa Tis| Byte Td BdeAvypa THs | yTE . . . yore Gru 
Epynpwcews. Epypwocews. tyy-key 1 Epypwors 


avrijs. 








épjpwors is used here only in N. T. 
5. 


Mt x. 27 4 dey bpiv év rH oxotia, | Lk xii. 3 dca év TH oKoTla etrare, 
eitmate ev TH hari’ kal 6 els TO év Ta oti dxoudOjceTat, kal 6 
os Gkovete, knpigare emt TOV mpos TO OUS éAaAnoare ev Tois 
Swpdtov. Tapeiois, KnpuxOnoerar él TOV 

Swpdror. 





These two sayings are assigned to different occasions by Mt 
and Lk, Mt giving them in a charge to ‘the twelve’, and Lk 
in an address to ‘disciples’, which starts from a warning 
against hypocrisy ; but the immediate contexts are the same 
in both Gospels. 7 





6. 
Mt xii. 33 7 wounoate rd dévdpov | Lk vi. 43 od yap éorw dévdpov 
ka\ov kal Tov Kapmoy avTov KaXdr, kadov ToLoty Kaprov aaTpdr, ovde 
i} Toujoate ro dévdpoy campov tradw dSévdpov campov Tovoty Kap- 
kal Tov Kaproy avTov campér, nov kadédv, And so moet twice 
and moeiy once in Mt vii. 17, 
18, 
See also in Doublets. 
7. 
Mt v. 45 émas yévnode viol xrh. Lk vi. 35 kal gorae 6 proOds tna 
Mt v. 46 riva proOdv exere ; modvs, Kat éoeGe viol rr. 


Lk vi. 32 rota byiv xdpes eorir ; 
See also Transposition, p. 78. 


8. 

Mt xxiii. 26 Sapioaie rupdé, kabd- | Lk xi. 40, 41 appoves, ody 6 moun- 
ploov mparoy TO évtds Tov ToTN- cas TO €§wOev cai td Eowbev 
piov [kat ris mapoidos|, iva €roinge ; mwAnv Ta évdvta Sdre 
yevntae kal TO €xTds aiTod Ka- eXenuoovvny, kai idod mavra Ka- 
Bapdv. Bapa ipiv eoriv. 





xaBapds is only used twice besides by the Synoptists (viz. 
Mt v. 8; xxvii. 59). 
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9. 
Mt x. 25... dpxerdv r@ padnrp | Lk vi. 40... « Karnpriopévos be 
iva yérnrae @5 6 Si8doKados mas €ora ws 6 StddoKados 
adToo. adTou. 


Io. 


Mk xiv. 8 6 éoyev éwotnoev’ mpo- | Mt xxvi. 12 Badoioa.. . Td pupov 


, , 
ehaBev pupica. . . els tov €v- ...mpos TO evragudou pe ETOLY- 


, 
tadiacpor, oev, 


Li 


Mt xxi. 3 e€8@ds S€ dooredet 
adtous. 


Mk xi. 3 kat e005 adtév dtro- 
otéhiet radu dde, 


In Mk these words are apparently meant to be said by the 
disciples to the owner of the colt as a promise that it 
should be returned: in Mt they are a prediction of the 
promptness with which the request would be granted. See 
also p. 120. 


12 (?). 


> ‘ A , 
. ovde TOY TaTéepa TLS 


Mt xi. 27 .. 


ETLYLVOOKEL, 


, 
Lk x. 22 ovdels yuwookee Tig €oriy 


c e\ 
O vlOS . « 


13 (?). 


Mt xil. 31, 32 maoa 


, > - ‘ 
. TLS €OTLY O TATHP... 


Mk iii. 28 mavra ade- 


OnoeTat TOLSs ULoLS TOV 
avOpdtev ta apapri- 
pata kat ai BXaody- 


piat KT). 


dpaptia kat Bracdnpia 

apebnaerat tois avope- 
‘ a bay 

mos... Kal Os eav 


” a ‘ A“ 
el7y AOyov Kata TOU 


Lk xii. 10 kcal was is 


> a , > Q ca 
epet AGyor eis TOV ULOV 


uiod Tod dvOpwrou,| tod dvOpdtrou, adebr- 








, , > ~ > ™ 
apebnoetar avTo, OETA AUTO, 


The plural ‘sons of men’ is noticeable as being used in N. T. 
only here and in Eph iii. 5; but often in LXX, e.g. 
Gen xi. 5; Ps iv. 33 Ivii. (Iviii.) 2. (It occurs in the first 
Oxyrhynchus Sayings of Jesus, No. 111.) See Dr. Abbott in 
Enc. Brit., x. 792; Schmiedel in Linc. Brdi., ii. 1848 (d), 
where a deliberate alteration by Mk is suggested; Drummond 
in J, 2. S., log gts 
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B. The attribution of the same, or very similar, words 
to different speakers. 


I 


In Mk xy. 36 dere iSwpev is said by the man who brings the 
vinegar: in Mt xxvii. 49 Ges iS8wpev is said by of Aomoi, (See 
J. H. Moulton, Gram. of N. T., i. 175.) 


2. 


In Mk x. 3 Jesus asks the Pharisees té (= ‘ what’) Spiv éveret- 
Aato Mwuofs: in Mt xix. 7 they ask Him ti (= ‘ why’) ody Mauotjs 
évetethato Kra, 


3. 

In Mt xxi. 41 dmohéoer (rods yewpyovs) xrd. is a reply from the 
hearers of the parable: in Mk xii. 9; Lk xx. 16 it is the answer 
given by Jesus to His own question. 


4. 
In Mt xix. 20 the young ruler asks ri é éotepO: in Mk x. 21 
Jesus says to him év oe botepet (and so Lk xviii, 22 er ev cm 


Netrret). 


5e 
In Mk vi. 16; Mt xiv. 2 Herod himself says, in Lk ix. 7 others 
have said (iumdpe da 1d AéyeoOa imd rwdv), that John was risen 
from the dead. (But see Field, Moles on Transl. of N. T., on 
Mk vi. 14, where WH have @Aeyov.) 


6. 


In Mt viii. 8 the centurion himself says (dmoxpi6eis pn), in 
Lk vii. 6 his friends say as a message from him, the words which 
show his great faith. 


rE 
In Mt xviii. 21 Peter asks how often he shall forgive, and 
whether until seven times (€os émrdkts ;): in Lk xvii. 4 Jesus tells 
the disciples to forgive seven times (émrdxis). 


8. 


In Mt vii. 14 the mention of odtyo: oi forms part of a warning 
given by Jesus: in Lk xiii. 23 it forms part of a question put to 
Him. 
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C. The use of the same, or very similar, words as part 
of a speech and as part of the Evangelist’s narrative. 


Ls 


In Lk iv. 43 Jesus says ebayyedioac@ai pe dei thy Baoidelav rod 
Gcov: in Mt iv. 23 He is spoken of as xnpiooay 16 edayyédvov THs 
Baowdelas. 


2. 
In Lk viii. 46 Jesus says eym yap éyvev Sdvapiv éfehnAuButay an’ 
evod : in Mk v. 30 the Evangelist says of Him émyvous é€y éaur@ thy 
€€ avrod Sivapi éfehOodoar. 


, 3° 
In Mt xxvi. 1, 2 Jesus says oidare dre peta SU0 tpépas 7d macxa 
yivera: in Mk xiv. 1; Lk xxii. 1 the Evangelists speak of the feast 
as approaching (Mk pera 8vo tpepas). 


4. 

In Mt xviii. 1 the disciples come and ask Jesus tis dpa petLov: 
in Mk ix. 34; Lk ix. 46 the Evangelists state that they had been, 
or were, disputing among themselves as to Tis peiLov. 


5. 
‘In Mt xix. 24 Jesus says médw 8é déyw Gpiv: in Mk x. 24 the 
Evangelist writes 6 8€ “Incovs maw aroxpiGeis Néyet adrots. 


6. 


In Mk xiv. 49 it seems that Jesus says ddd’ iva mAynpwbdow at 
ypapai: in Mt xxvi. 56 the Evangelist adds rotro S€ édov yéeyover iva 
TANpwbdow al ypapal Tov mpopnrar. 

Other such cases may be seen by comparing Mk i. 37 with 
Lk iv. 42; Mt x. 7 with Lk ix.'2; Mk: ili. 30° with 
Lk xi. 18; Mk xiv. 23 with Mt xxvi. 27; Mk: ixisp; 
Mt xvii. 9 with Lk ix. 36 (i.e. the command to the 
Apostles to be silent with the fact of their silence about 
the Transfiguration). 


eas: 
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D. Variations in the rest of the Synoptic narratives. 


I. 


Mt iii. 5 eeropevero mpos adrov.. . 


Tac, ) TEplxwpos TOU "lopSdvou. 


2 
Mk vi. 19, 20 “Hp@dids . .. nOedev 
avTov dmroKxtTetvat, Kal ovK 1dv- 
varo’ 6 yap “Hp@dns époPeito 


% > 4, 
tov Iwayny. 





3 


Mk xvi. 7; Mt xxviii. 7 mpoaye 
Spas eis Thy FadtAatav. 


Lk iii. 3 kat #AOev cis TaCaY TEpi- 
Xwpov TOG ‘lopddvou. 


Mt xiv. 5 [‘Hp@éns] . . . Oédov 
attov diroktetvar époByOy rdv 
dxAov. 


Lk xxiv. 6 prnoOnre ws éAdAnoev 
pty ére dv ev TH FadtAala. 


4. 


Mk xvi. 7 xaOas etrrev Gpiv. | 


Mt xxviii. 7 i800 etrov Spiv. 


WH suggest that eiroy is perhaps a primitive error for eirev. 


5. 


Mk vi. 48 ida» avrods Bacanto- 
pevous ev TO Eavvew, fv yap 6 


EA a“ 
dvepos evavtios avrots. 


Mt xiv. 24 7d dé mAoiov.. . Baca- 
Re cal , > 
vilduevov td Trav Kupdtwr, Hy 


yap évavtios 6 dvepos. 


6. 

Mk x. 17, 18; Lk xviii. 18, 19 | Mt xix. 16, 17 d:ddoxade, ri dya- 
dWaokare dyab€, ri ronow (Lk 
momoas) ... Tipe Aéyers dyadr ; 


Ody momow ... Ti pe epwras repli 


Tod dyabod ; 


7: 
Mk xiv. 71 ovk oiSa rov | Mt xxvi. 74 ov« ofda| Lk xxii. 60 dvOpwre, 
avOpwirov roiroy dv 


TOV avOpwroy. ovk oda 6 héyets. 


héyere. 


The vocative a@peme occurs in Lk 4, Paul 8, Jam 1, and not 
elsewhere in N. T. (pp. 16, 36). 


8. 


: € , > , ® ¢c A a en , 
Mk xi. 10 oad... evrdoynuevn | Mt xxi. 9 aoavva TO VIM Aaueid. 


7 €_pxopevn Bacireia rod matpos 
a 


npav Aaueid. 
Lk has no mention of Aaveiéd. 
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Q. 
Mk xv. 17 tepitiOdaow arg mae- | Mt xxvii. 28 xAapvda xoxkivyy 
Eavres axdvOtvov aréepavor, TepteOnkay aita@, kal mrekavres 


orépavor kth, 
Cf. also evisSdoxovor in Mk with éxddoarres in Mt. 


10. 
Mk xv, 21; Lk xxii. 26.,. 


Simova ... Epxdmevov ar’ dypov. 


Mt xxvii. 32 efepxdpevor dé edpor 


» + + Sipova. 





ai, 


Mk iii. 8 dkovovtes dca roet HABav | Lk vi. 17 AABav dkodoat adrod 





A > , . >? “a 
mpos avTov, kat iaOnva xrh, 


a 


T2. 


Mk v. 3 tH Karoixyow efyev ev | Lk viii. 27 ev oikia od euever 





cal , ? 2 het cal , 
TOLS pynuacty, _adX’ ev Tois pynpaow. 


7. 
Mk v. 4 ovdels toyuev adrov Sapd- | Mt viii. 28 adore pr) ioydew teva 
oa. Taped Geir, 
14. 
Mk i. 23 Kal avéxpagev, Lk iy, 33 kal dvexpa&ev povy 
Mk i. 26 dhovicay povy peyddy peyady. 
c&ndOev e& avrod. (Lk mentions no cry after the 
command ¢ipoOnre. | 
Ig. 


Mk vi. 16 Gv éeyo| Mt xiv. 2 oftés eorw| Lk ix. g “Iadryv eyo 
arexepadtoa “Jwdynv,| “Iwdvns 6 Bamntiotrs'| dmexepddioa’ tis b€ 


obtos HyépOn. autos nyépOn KTr. €OTW OUTOS KTA, 


16. 

Lk ix. 7 ‘“Hp@dns .. . Semmrdper dia 
TO héyeoOar Ud TwWev KT. 

Mk vi. 20 “‘Hp@dns . . . dxovoas | [Lk does not give the part of 
avTov moANa Hrdper. the narrative in which Mk 

uses Hrdpet. | 





17. 
Mk xv. 37 dels hoviy peyddrny | Mt xxvii. 50 xpdéas povi peyadn 
e€ervevoev, apikev To mvevpa, 
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18. 
Mk v. 24 kal HKodover adtaoydos | Mt ix, 19 Kal éeyepOels 6. 


? ~ 
Ingovus 


ToAvs, Kal cvveOAtBov avtér, HKeohovber adta, Kai of paGnrai 
autov, 
TQ. 
Mt iv. 13 €XOav Katexnoey cis | Lk iv. 31 kathdOev cis Kadap- 
Kadapvaovp, | vaoup. 


20. 

Mt xi. 12 9 Baowdeia trav ovpavdy | Lk xvi. 16 4 Bactdela Tod Ocod 
Bidlerar, cai Biacrai apragovow evayyedNicerat, kal mas eis avtiy 
auTny, 3 Bidferar. 

Lk’s is the general classical use .of the verb (see instances in 
Thayer, and Lid, and Sc.). 


21. 
Mk i. 45 6 b¢ eEeAOav pEaro.. , | Lk v. 15 Seypxero S€ paddov 6 
Stadyuitery Tov Adyov, Aoyos mepi avrod, 
There must also have been similarity in sound between #p£aro 
and -npxero. 


22, 
Mk ix. 6 od yap 7de ri! Mt xvii. 6 Kat dxov-| Lk ix, 34 époBhOnoav 
droxpt6y’ ExpoBor yap | T4TES [rv povjv]...| 82 ey T@ eloedOew av- 
€yévorTo, epoByOynocav cpodpa, | Tovs eis tiv veeAnv. 
Thus the ‘fear’ is placed at three different points in the 
narrative by the three writers. 


23. 
Mk v. 31 Bdémes tov dxdov ouv- | Lk villi. 45 of dyAor cuvexovaiv oe 
OXtBortd oe, kat aToO@NiBouovy. 
This, however, is only a different arrangement of parts of 
words. 
24. 
Mk vi. 3 ody obrds eorw 6 téxtwv, | Mt xiii. 55 odx obrds eorw 6 Tod 
6 ulds ™s Mapias...; TEKTOVOS ULdS ; OVX 7 LITHp adTOU 
Aéeyerat Mapp ...; Cf. Lk 
iV. 22, 


But there is another explanation of this variation; see below 
on Mark, p. 119. Also see Linc. Bi0l., ii. 2598. 
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25. 
Mk i..38. . . eis todto yap | Lk iv. 43... Gre emi Tobto 
e&ndr Oop. ameoTadny. 
This instance is placed here on the assumption that ¢&\@oy in 
Mk i. 38 must be used as in verse 35 and merely with 
reference to that departure (é&j\éev) from Capernaum, and 
not as in Jn xvi. 27, 28. So both Gould and A. B. Bruce, 
zn loc.; Plummer considers this interpretation ‘ inadequate’, 
but not impossible (Comm. on Lk iv. 43) ; and see Swete on 
Mk i. 38. 


Among many other instances which have been'collected 
and examined, but dismissed as not sufficiently certain or 
definite for inclusion under any of the above four head- 
ings, the following may be worth mention as perhaps 
deserving further consideration :—(a) Mk iii. 12; Mt xii. 
16, where the charge of Jesus ‘that they should not make 
him known’ is in Mark addressed to the unclean spirits 
who had confessed Him as Son of God (so also Mk i. 25, 
34; Lk iv. 41), but in Matthew to the many persons who 
had been healed by Him; (6) Mk iv. 17; Lk viii. 12, 
where «ira (a word used only once besides by the Synop- 
tists) is applied to different matters; (c) Mk vi. 35; Lk 
ix. 12, where the 6ri introducing the mention of the 
‘desert place’ is in Mark recitative, in Luke causal; (d) 
in Mk xiv. 35; Mt xxvi. 39, the application of apéA@n and 
mapeAOdrw to the ‘hour’ and the ‘cup’ respectively ; (e) in 
Mk xiv. 39; Mt xxvi. 44, the employment of the phrase 
Tov avTov Adyov «indy with reference to the second and to 
the third respectively of the prayers in Gethsemane ; 
(f) amexpivato ovéév used in Mk xiv. 61; Mt xxvii. 12; 
Lk xxiii. 9, of the silences before the High Priest, Pilate 
and Herod respectively (this first aorist middle being used 
besides only in Lk iii. 16; Jn v.17,19; Acts iii. 12 instead 
of the far more common passive forms azrexpl@n, &c.') ; (g) the 


1 In LXX it is proportionately still rarer, being used only four or five 
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introduction of ‘the sword’ in Mk xiv. 47; Mt xxvi. 51 
compared with that in Lk xxii. 49; (2) Mk xv. 9; Mt 
Xxvii. 17, 21 Oé\ere dmoAvow compared with Lk xxiii. 20 
Oé\wv arod\toa, where Luke alone gives Pilate’s own wish, 
but omits his question as to the wish of the people ; (z) the 
verb dvace(w used with different applications in Mk xv. 11 
and Lk xxiii. 5, but nowhere else in N. T., nor in LXX 
(but in Aq. and Symm.); (&) mavras applied in Mk i. 32 to 
those who were brought to Jesus, and in Mt viii. 16 to those 
who were healed by Him (cf. Lk iv. 40, and see p. 117, 
below) ; (/) the different locations of éxe? in Mt xxvii. 36 
and Lk xxiii. 33 ; (#7) the applications of the word zovnpdv 
in Mt v. 11 and Lk vi. 22 respectively ; (z) perhaps also éx 
vedtntros in Mk x. 20; Lk xviii. 21 compared with veavicxos 
in Mt xix. 20,22. Such variant utilizations of the same 
or similar expressions in parallel passages may seem trifling 
when regarded separately, and some of them may be 
accidental; but on the whole, and when taken together 
with the more important instances on the preceding pages, 
they convey an impression of having arisen in the course 
of oral transmission, during which (as often happens) the 
round of the words adhered to the speaker’s mind more 
distinctly than the recollection of their original position and 
significance. 


SECTION III 


TRANSPOSITIONS OF THE ORDER OF WORDS AND 
SENTENCES 


THE influence of oral transmission is suggested by trans- 
positions even more forcibly than by the variations collected 
in Section II, though the number of the former is much 
smaller, There is nothing to make copyists and compilers 
likely to invert, either intentionally or accidentally, the 


times (Ex xix. 19; 3 Ki ii. 1; 1 Chro x. 13; Ezek ix. 11; also dvranexpi- 
vayto in Judg v. 29). 
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order of the materials before them, whatever omissions or 
abbreviations or adaptations they may make in dealing 
with those materials ; but such inversions would take place 
naturally and easily in the course of memoriter narration 
and instruction.! 

The most important transpositions may be arranged in 
five classes :— 


A. Transpositions of order in Mark and Matthew. 


1. Mk vii. 6-13; Mt xv. 3-9: the quotation from Is xxix. 13 
and the reference to Corban. 

2. Mk ix. 12,13; Mt xvii. 12: the rejection of the Son of Man 
and of ‘ Elijah ’.2 

3. Mk x. 3-9; Mt xix. 4-8: the references to the permission of 
divorce by Moses and to Gen 1. 27. 


B. Transpositions of order in Matthew and Luke. 


1. Mt iv. 5-10; Lk iv. 5-12: the second and third temptations. 

2. Mtv. 40; Lk vi. 29: xerov and ipatioy, 

3. Mt v. 42, 44; Lk vi. 30, 27, 28: ‘Give to him that asketh,’ 
&c., and ‘ Love your enemies and pray for’, &c. 

4. Mt v. 45-73; Lk vi. 35, 32, 33: sonship to God who is kind 
to good and evil, and ‘ What thank (or reward) have ye?’ 

5. Mt vi. 20; Lk xii. 33: ‘moth’ and ‘thief’ (Lk omits ‘ rust’). 

6. Mt vii. 16; Lk vi. 44: ‘grapes’ and ‘figs’. 

7. Mt viii. 21 f.; Lk ix. 59 f.: the command ‘ Follow me’, and 
the aspirant’s plea for delay. 

8. Mt xi. 12, 13; Lk xvi. 16: the kingdom of heaven suffering 
violence (idfera), and the law and the prophets being ‘until 
John’.? 

g. Mt xii. 34, 35; Lk vi. 45: ‘Out of the abundance of the 
heart,’ &c., and ‘ The good man out of the good treasure’, &c. 


1 Cf. Wright, Some N. T. Problems, pp. 91, 136f., and his St. Luke, p. xxii. 

2 The passage thus becomes much clearer and easier in Mt than in Mk 
(see p. 124). 

3 Lk’s order seems to be the better, and to be more suitable to the context 
in Mt than Mt’s own order is. (Cf. Harnack, Sayings of Jesus, E. T., p. 16.) 


§ m1 Transpositions 79 


to. Mt xii. 41, 42; Lk xi. 31, 32: ‘the men of Nineveh’ and 
‘the queen of the south’. = | 

1x. Mt xviii. 6, 7; Lk xvii. 1, 2: the millstone round the neck, 
and the necessity for offences, 

Also compare the order in Mt xi. 21-4 with that in Lk x. 12-15 
as to Sodom and Tyre, and note the different positions of Mt xii. 
43-5 and Lk xi. 24-6. 

The transpositions of order in Mk and Lk are merely small 
matters of arrangement not worth recording. 


C. Mark and Matthew agree, against Luke, as to order. 


t. In Mk vi. 44; Mt xiv. 21 the number 5,000 is given afer, in 
Lk ix. 14 dcfore, the account of the feeding. 

2. In Mk xiv. 12; Mt xxvi. 17 the disciples ask ‘Where wilt 
thou that we make ready’ defore, in Lk xxii. 9 affer, they are told 
to go and prepare the Passover. 

3. According to the shorter text preferred by WH in Lk xxii. 
17-19, the cup is given Jefore the bread at the Last Supper, and 
not affer it as in Mk and Mt 

4. In Mk xiv. 18; Mt xxvi. 21 the prediction of betrayal is 
given defore, in Lk xxii. 21 after, the institution of the Lord’s 
Supper. 

5. In Mk xiv. 29-31; Mt xxvi. 33-5 Peter’s denial is foretold 
after, in Lk xxii. 33, 34 defore, the departure from the supper room. 

6. In Mt xxvii. 51; Mk xv. 38 the rending of the veil of the 
temple is recorded afer, in Lk xxiii. 45 defore, the death of Jesus. 


D. Mark and Luke agree, against Matthew, as to order. 


1. In Mt viii. 26 the disciples are rebuked for want of faith 
before, in Mk iv. 36, 40; LK. viii. 24, 25 after, the stilling of the 
storm. 

2. In Mt xiii. 12 ‘ Whosoever hath, to him’, &c., is placed defore, 
in Mk iv. 25; Lk viii. 18 it is placed afer, the explanation of the 
Parable of the Sower. 


1 If with Tischendorf and the English Revisers we adhere to the longer 
and better known text, we have also a transposition to note; for the saying 
‘I will not drink from henceforth’, &c., occurs in Mk xiv. 25 and Mt xxvi. 29 
after, but in Lk xxii. 18 before, the institution of the Lord’s Supper. (In the 
shortened text of Lk, it occurs between the two parts of that institution. ) 
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E. Matthew and Luke agree, against Mark, as to order. 

1. In Mt iii. 11, 12; Lk iii. 16 ‘I indeed baptize you with 
water ’, &c., comes 4efore, in Mk i. 7, 8 it comes a/fer, the description 
of Jesus as ‘ He that is mightier than I’, &c. 

The above are only the principal cases of transposition. 
Other and briefer instances may be conveniently examined 
in Veit’s Die synoptischen Parallelen, or in Wright’s Synopsis 
of the Gospels in Greek. They are particularly character- 
istic of St. Luke’s Passion-narrative, and as such are fully 
dealt with in the forthcoming volume of Studies in the 
Synoptic Problem referred to below (p. 108, note). 


SECTION IV 
DOUBLETS 


THE ‘doublets’, or repetitions of the same or closely 
similar sentences in the same Gospel, are of great value 
in supplying hints as to the sources and composition of the 
Gospels, especially when a comparison can be made with 
parallels in one or two other Gospels, which is fortunately 
the case in most instances (viz. Nos. 1-20 in Matthew and 
all the 11 in Luke). These doublets will therefore be 
brought together here, with a few comments pointing out 
their bearing upon the Synoptic Problem.! Most of them 
contain sayings of Jesus only, but in Matthew there are four 
pairs of narrative passages which may also rank as doublets 
(Nos. 15-18). 

The doublets, or two passages taken from the same 
Gospel, are marked A and B, and are placed in the same 
column. And the passages from different Gospels which 


1 Only one addition to the list (No. 8 in Luke) has been made in the 
second edition. For I have thought it best to restrict the name ‘ doublet’ 
to such important cases as are collected here, and not to include under it 
smaller similarities (see pp. 99, 106), as some other writers would do. See, 
for instance, Badham, Formation of the Gospels, pp. 12 ff. It is interesting to 
compare the doublets in Tatian, as collected by Hobson, of. cit., pp. 69-74. 
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occur in parallel places (or very nearly so) in the narratives, 
are placed opposite to one another. Thus the arrangement 
of the passages themselves is quite independent of any 
hypothesis or theory, though the ‘two-document hypo- 
thesis’ is referred to in some of the comments. 

No attempt has been made to illustrate by various types 
and colours the amounts of resemblance and difference 
between the parallel passages in the different Gospels. 
This has been done in Rushbrooke’s Syxopticon, to which 
students must be referred for the verification of most of 
the following remarks, unless they will go through the 
very instructive process of marking for themselves the 
resemblances, &c., in a Greek Harmony, such as Tischen- 
dorf’s Synopsis. Evangelica. But Synopticon does not 
denote the words that are peculiar to similar passages 77 
the same Gospel, so such words are here printed in thick 
type. And this last matter is of course an important one, 
because of its bearing on that use of their own favourite 
expressions by the three writers, which occupied us in 
Part I of this book. | 


On the whole I think the evidence from the doublets will 
be found to point in these three directions :— 

1. Doublets in Matthew Nos. 2, 7, 10 (cf. also 1, 11, 12) 
and doublets in Luke Nos. 2 and 7 suggest the general 
use of two sources (probably Marcan and Logian).?. 

2. But doublets in Matthew Nos. 3, 5, 6, and perhaps 17, 
show the occasional use of the same source twice over. 

3. Doublets in Matthew Nos. I, 2, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 
doublet in Luke No. 10 seem to show that freedom 
of editors in using their own phraseology which has 
just been referred to. 


1 For I venture still to retain the useful adjective Logian as a means of 
referring to the source (mainly consisting of sayings) which is known to us 
through Mt and Lk only, and which. is now (1909) called Q much more 
often than Logia (see p. 107). 
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4. Doublets in Matthew Nos. 8, 11, 13 and doublet in 
Luke No. 10 contain divergences between Matthew 
and Luke which may perhaps imply the use of 
a ‘special source’ by the latter. 

5. But the absence of triplets (except as shown in the 
brief saying on p. 106) seems to indicate that there 
were only two main sources. 3 


Doublets in Matthew. 


No. 1. 


Mt A. 
Mt v. 29, 30 et 8€ 6 dOadpds cov 
6 deEs oxavdadifer oe, ekede 
avrov kat Bdde amd gov, cup- 
, , Lf > # a - 
éper yap cor iva ardAnrat Ev TOY 
cal ‘ A A a , 
PeA@Y cov kal py GAov Td Tapa 
gov BAnOn «is yéevvav® kai i 7 
Seiad cov yelp oxavdadifer ce, 
Exxoov avtny kai Bade amd cov, 
, , ¢ > ¥» 
cuppeper yap got va amdAnra 
a r “ 4 A ¢ A 
€v TOV peA@v cov Kai pn GAov TO 


a“ , > , > 
oud cov eis yéevvay amédOn. 


Mt B. 
Mt xviii. 8, 9 ei 8€ 9 xeip cov 7 
6 movs gov oxavdadifer oe, Ek- 
koWov avréy Kat Bade dard cod" 
Kaddv col éatw eioedOeiv eis THY 
Conv kvdAdov } xoddr, # Svo xeipas 
i) S00 wd8as Exovta BAnOnvat eis 
A “~ A 7 A cd e 
TO mvp TO aidyoy, Kai et 6 
opOarpss cov oxavdadifer ce, 
efeXe avtrov Kat Bade ard aod" 
Kadév aoi €ativ povddpbadpor eis 
thy Conv eioedOeiv, 7) Svo dpOad- 
‘ mv ”“~ > A 4 
povs €xovta BAnOynvat eis Thy yeev- 


vav Tov tupds. 





Mk ix. 43, 45, 47 Kal éav oxavda- 


Aion oe  xelp cov, andxowov 
a’tnv' xadév €otiv oe KvAdov 
. 7 
eioeOeiv cis thy Conv i tas dvo 
a ” > - > \ 
xelpas exovtra amedOeiv eis THY 
4 > 4 A 7 
yeevvay, eis TO MUP TO GoBecTor. 
kal eav 6 Trovs cov oxavdariCy ce, 
améxowov ai’tév' Kaddv €otiv ce 
eiaeNOeiv eis tiv Conv yxaddor 7 
tovs dSvo wodas €xyovra BAnOpnvat 
eis THY yeevvav. kal €av 6 6pOah- 
pos cov oxavdaditn oe, €xBade 
aitov’ Kady o€ €otw povddpbad- 
Cal , 
pov eioeAGciy eis thv Bacthe.ay 
Tov Deov 7) Sv0 dpOadrpovs Exovra 


BrAnOnvar eis yéevvar. 
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Mt B, which is parallel in position to Mk,! is much more similar 
to it than is Mt A (which may probably be Logian), In A there 
are hardly twenty words or parts of words, in B there are more 
than fifty, which agree with the language of Mk, an excess which is 
only partially caused by the greater length of the passage: observe 
also specially the addition of Seéidés, Sefid in A only, and its inver- 
sion of the order of the eye and hand, besides its omission of the 
foot. 

It will be seen that a few words are printed in thick type as 
peculiar to A and B, but, though worth notice, they are not very. 
important, or distinctive, especially as in the case of the eye eee 
. . « kat Bdde has to be compared with Mk’s &Bare. _ 

See Bacon’s Sermon on the Mount, pp. 140-3. 


No. 2. 


Mt A. 
Mt v. 32 eyo S€ A€yw Spiv. dre 
~~ > ? 4 a > “~ 
mas 6 amoA\v@y THY yuvaika avToU 
, o 
mapektos Adyov Topvelas oret 
* a, ‘se xs 4 aA 
avtny potxevOnvat| , Kal Os eap 
> 4 , cal 

drodehuperny yapnon porxarat |. 
Lk xvi. 18 mas 6 dmodvav rip 
yuvaika avrov Kal yapev érépav 
potxever, Kal 6 amodeAupévny ard 


avdpos yapav poryever.” 


Mt B. 
Mt xix. 9 Aé€yw 8é Guiv Ste os dv | Mk x. 11, 12 és dv dmodvon thy 
adrohven THY yuvaika avTov ji) yvvaika abrod kai yaunon addnv 
ee | , ‘ , * a > 3 EY ‘ a %. 9 
€mt TWopveta kat yaunon GAdAny powyarar én avtny, kal €av avTn 
po.xarat 7 dmrokvcaca tov avdpa_ adris 





yapnon Gddovy potyarat. 


In the form of the sentence Mt A corresponds with Lk and 
Mt B with Mk, as appears in was 6 adwodvwy and in the whole of the 
second clause. Probably therefore the latter have their source in 


_ 1 In these comments the abbreviations Mt, Mk, Lk are often used for ‘ the 
above passage from Mt’, &c. | 

? It is to be observed that the preceding verse is parallel to the apparently 

Logian Mt v. 18 which stands at the commencement of the contrast between 
old and new, of which the subject of adultery forms one. 


G 2 
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the Marcan, and the former in the Logian document, though they 
are differently placed in Mt and Lk, as we shall see to be the case 
more often than not with presumably Logian sayings (pp. 108 ff.). 

Yet Lk resembles B and Mk in the mention of marrying another 
(Lk érépay as so often, B and Mk @Adm). And the whole difficult 
matter is further complicated by differences of reading: see 
especially WH mg of B, and observe that the words in A which 
are bracketed by WH form a strongly attested Western omission 
(om. D, ab k, codd. Gr. et Lat. ap. Aug.). On Mk see Swete, and 
Menzies, Zhe Earliest Gospel, in loc., and Jiilicher, Znir. to NV. T., 
i ee GA ee 

Observe the very important exception as to ropvela among the. 
purely Matthaean points. Wright in Synops7s?, p. 99, and Allen 2% 
loc., are among many writers who regard it as an editorial or later 
interpolation in both places. 


No. 3. 
Mt A. 

Mt vii. 16-18 dad trav Kaprév 
aitav éeniyvacedOe abrovs* pte 
gvAdéyovow and dkavOev ora- 
gudds if amd rpiBddr@v ‘cika ; 
oita mav dSévdpov ayabdy xaprovs 
kaXovs trote?, 7d S€ campov Sevdpov 
kaprovs trovnpovs totet’ ov dvva- Lk vi. 43-5 0d yap gorw Sévdpov 


rat Sevdpov ayabov Kaptrovs movn- kahov tro.ovv Kaprrév campdv, ovdé 
c , a 
pous eveykeiv, ovde Sévdpov campov madw d€vdpov carpoy rotovy Kap- 
‘ ‘ ~ <3 : Xx , Ly BS b¢ 8 
Kaptrovs Kadovs Troteiv. Tov Kady. exaatov yap dévdpoyv 


€xk tod idlov Kaprod yweokerat® 
ov yap €& axavOav ovAdéyovow 
aixa, ovde €k Barov oradvAny 

a“ ay 3S A wy > 
Tpvyaow. 6 ayabds avOpwros ék 


~ > a “a aA , 
Tov ayabov Onaoavpov ris Kapdias 


Mt B. mpopeper Td ayabdy, kai 6 movnpos 
ee “a , 4 , > “~ ~ , ‘ 
Mt xii. 33-5 1 mwowocate To dev- €K TOU TOYNpOU mpopeper TO 7OVN- 
fol Ul 
Spov caddy Kat Tov Kapmov avTod pov’ ex yap meptocevparos Kapdias 
Kandy, 4 mounoare To Sevdpov oar- Aare 7d oTdpa avrod. eS 


pov kat Tov Kapmév avrov. carpér: 


€k yap tov kaprov ro dévdpov 





, U > ~ 
ywooketa. yevvnuata extdvar, 
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mas Svvadbe dyaba hadeiv rovnpoi — 
Ovres ; €k yap TOU MEepiooevparos 
Ths Kapdias Td ordua dade. 6 
> ‘ EU > a? 3 a 
ayaos avOpwmos €k tod ayabod 
A , ? : 
O@noavpov exBaddrAc ayabd, Kal 


6 movnpos avOpwros éx Tov Tovn- 





pov @noavpod exBddXet rrovnpa. 


Here Lk has been printed opposite Mt A and B, as it partly 
agrees with each of them; its agreement with A is chiefly as to 
the similitude of the grapes and figs, and with B chiefly as to the 
mouth speaking out of the abundance of the heart. 

Is it not possible that Lk may here give the passage of the 
Logia from which Mt drew on both-occasions, choosing and adapt- 
ing its words in A so as to bring out the criterion of true and false 
teachers, and in B so as to bring out the importance of words as 
proofs of the state of all men’s hearts? The contexts seem to 
suggest this. 

There are no peculiarly Matthaean points here. 


No. 4. 
Mt A. ig 
Mt x. 15 dpi Neyo bpiv, avexro- Lk x. 12 Acyw vyiv dre Zoddpos 
TEpov Zorat YQ 2oddporv kal ev Ti WMEpa ekeivy avextdrepov 
Topdppav ev tépa Kpicews i) 77 €atat i) TH mode exeivy. 


modeu ekeivn, 
Mt B. 
Mt xi. 24 mdnv A€yw tyiv or yy 


, > , a» > 
Sodomy avextrorepovy estat ev 





pepa Kpivews i) col. 


Mt A and Lk are placed opposite, as those passages come from 
the charges to the Twelve and the Seventy which are so closely 
connected, Their origin is probably Logian, and the rare word 
dvexrérepov Suggests that B may come from the same source. 


1 It is worth notice that the passage in Mt vii is not nearly so closely 
parallel to Lk in wording as that in Mt xii; for there are but 15 words or 
parts of words identical in the former case, while there are 35 in the latter. 
Similarly, in No. 17 we shall find that Mt, apparently using twice the 
material which Lk uses only once, is verbally closer to him in the case in 
which he differs from him in locating the material than in that in which they 
agree in attributing it to the same occasion. 
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of Mt, both with jpyépa and alone (pp. 5, 31). 


No:'s. 
Mt A. 
Mt x. 22 @ kal €oeoOe pucovpevor 


€ 4 , ‘ , » 4 
ure TavT@v Ota TO Ovopa pov, 


Mt B. 


Mt xxiv. 9 d cai éveode | Mk xiii.13 @ kat éoeobe | Lk xxii. 17 kai éoeobe 


¢ 4, 
pLcovmevor UTO TavT@Y| pugovpEvoL UTO TavT@V| puTOvpevor iO TaVYT@V 


a > an \ , 9 / ‘ \ » , A 1, , 
Tav €Ovav dia TO Ovopat| Sia TO Gvopa pov. dua TO Gvopa pov. 








pou. 


All four are identical, except for the addition of rav éévayv in 
Mt B. 
No. 6. 
Mt A. 
Mt x. 22 & 6 8€ irropeivas eis Tédos 


, 
ovtos cwOnoerat. 


Mt B. 


Mt xxiv. 13 6 8€ bropeivas eis reAos | Mk xiii. 135 6 S€ tropeivas eis 





= , ial U 
ovTos awOncerat, réXos ovTos owOnoerat. 


All identical: so here, as in No. 5, no inferences can be drawn. 


No. 7. ‘ 

Mt A. 
Mt x. 38 kai os od AapBaver tov 
oraupor avtoi Kat dkoAovbei rricw 

% + 2 
pov, OUK eat pov a€uos. 

Lk B. 

Lk xiv. 27 dots ot Baorager rov 


~ | me 
aTavpov éavToU Kal epxeTat orriaw 





3 bu 7 , 6 U 
pov, ov Ovvarat €ivat pov paGntns. 


Mt B. 


Lk A. 
Mt xvi. 24 et rus Oedkee| Mk viii. 34 ef tis Oeder | Lk ix. 23 ef tus Orde 
dric@ pov €dOeiv,| omicw pov edOeiv,| dmicw pov epxeobat, 
anapymodc6e éavtiy| anapynodcbm éavrov| dpynodcOw éavroy kal 


> 
kal Gpdt@ Tov oTavpov 
> a Y > , 
avTov Kat akoAovbeita 


pot. 





. > 

Kal adpdt@ tov oravpoy 
> “~ 4 ba ’ 
avTov Kat akoAovbeitw 


jeot. 





apat@® Tov otavpov 
>. ~ e 4, ‘ 
avrov xa@ Npeepav, Kat 


akodovbeit@ 101. 
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Mt A and Lk B, though differently placed, agree against the 
other three in giving a negative form to the precept, and in omit- 
ting the mention of self-denial. And they both follow immediately 
upon the non-Marcan sayings about natural affection in comparison 
with loyalty to Christ. So they may be Logian, and the other three 
Marcan in origin. 

Neither Mt A and B nor Lk A and B have any distinctive 
characteristics of their own, unless the substitution of ZpxyecOa: for 
€\6eiv in Lk B, as being more similar to épyera in Lk A, may be 
taken as having any significance. 

Observe in Lk A the characteristically Lucan ka@’ jyépav 
(pp. 19, 41). 

No. 8. 
Mt A. 
Mt x. 39 6 ebpov thy ryny 
avrov amoeoet a’Tny, Kal 6 aTo- 


, A A > ~ sd 
A€oas thy Wuxnv adtrov eEverev 





€uovd evphoer adrny. 
Mt B. 
Mt xvi. 25 6s yap éay 


Lk A. 


Mk viii. 35 os yap éav| Lk ix. 24 ds yap dv 


Gdn Thy Wuynv adrod 
lol > id > # 
o@oat arrodevet auTny’ 

3 
ds 8 ay drodéon thy 
Wuxyv avtov  evexev 


bd ~ So. eA 
€ov EUPHOEL auTHy. 





a \ 
CéAn Thy €avTov Wuyxny 
al > / < Saal Shy 
caoat arokeret avTny 
ds & dy amodécer thy 
Wuxny 


[€uod Kai] rod edayye- 


avuTov €vexev 


id , > , 
Alov wacet avTny. 








OédAn thy Wuyxny advrod 
a > , PA 
ga@oa aroderet avTny* 
ds 8 dy amodéon thy 
ux 


aA h 
€M0v, OUTOS Game av- 


> “~ Ld 
auToOu EVEKEV 


, 
THY. 


Lk B. 


Lk xvii. 33 ds éav Qytnon thy 
Wuxny avrod mepimomocadba aro- 
héver aitnv, ds 8 av dmodeces 


(ooyornoet abrny. 


In this case, unlike the preceding one, there are no special 


similarities between Mt A and Lk B: 


indeed the latter differs 


remarkably from all the other versions of the saying, by containing 
the unusual verbs zepimorgowat and fwoyovéo, both which occur in 
N. T. elsewhere only once in Acts and once in 1 Tim. 


1 But (woyovéw occurs in LXX 11 times (in 3 Ki xxi. (xx.) 31 with puyxds) ; 
and mepimovéw (usually in middle voice) 33 times (in Ezek xiii. 18, 19, with 


puxas). 
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But between Mt B, Mk, and Lk A, there is sufficient similarity 
to support the suggestion of a Marcan origin; for 6e&A and cafe 
are used only in these three versions. 

The use of eipioxw twice in Mt A and once in Mt B may be 
a sign of Matthaean editorship, though the verb is in more general 
use by Lk than by Mt. 

Observe the characteristic addition of * the Gospel’ in Mk: it 
is one of the few instances in which a later editorial insertion 
is probable, for it could hardly have been omitted both by Mt 
and Lk (cf. p. 152). Syrsim has ‘for my Gospel’s sake’. 

This is the most important saying found in all four Gospels!: 
see Jn xii. 25, where however dré\Avps is the only verb used in 
common with any of the Synoptists. 


No. 9. 
Mt A. 

Mt xii. 39 yevea movypa kat pou- | Lk xi. 29 4 yeved adrn yeved mro- 
XOAls onpetov €miCyret, kal vnpad eat onpetov Cyrei, Kat 
onpetoy od S0Oncerae airn ei pi) onpetov ov SoOnoera airy ei pi 
TO onpeiov "lava tov mpodirov, TO onpetov *lova. 

Mt B. 

Mt xvi. 4 yeved movnpa kat pou- | Mk viii. 12 ri 9 yeved adryn Cyret 
XaAis onpeioy emuyret, Kal on- onpetov ; dunv A€éyw, ei SoOnaerat 
petov ov SoOncerar arn ei put) TO TH yeved TaVTH Tnpetor. © 





onpetov ‘lwva. 

For the introductory narratives, see No. 18 on p. 96 below. And 
observe that Mt A and Lk, Mt B and Mk, are respectively followed 
by similar contexts ; for the mention of Jonah is not enlarged upon 
after Mt B as it is after Mt A and Lk. Perhaps in B it may have 
been an importation into a Marcan record from the Logian A 
and Lk; and this may also have been the case with moynpa. Such 
transferences are exactly such as would be made naturally and un- 
consciously in the course of oral teaching, or even by copyists 
familiar with the substance of both documents. 

The two peculiarities marked by thick type as Matthaean are 
noticeable, though not very important. It is remarkable that the 
only other occurrence of poxadis is not in Mt but in Mk viii. 38. 

1 The only other case of any importance is that in Mt x. 40, Mk ix. 37, 


Lk ix. 48 (cf. also x. 16), Jn xiii. 20 (where, however, AapBdve and not 
5€xeTa is the verb), ‘He that receiveth me receiveth him that sent me.’ 
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Mk and Lk only have 9 atrn with yevea; this agreement, 
though. trifling in itself, may be worth notice in connexion with 
the other small similarities between them which occur in No. 18. 


No. 10, 


Mt A. Lk A. 
Mt xiii. 12 dcr yap| Mk iv. 25 os yap exer, | Lk viii. 18 ds av yap 
exet, SoOjcera avt@| SoOjcera ait@* kai! exn, SoOnoera aira, 


‘ , a Sw . 6» , oa a 1» \ 
KQL mepioceuOynoeTat’ OS OUK EXEL, KAL O EXEL kat OS Gy [fn EX), Kal 








co A > »~ \ > , SR! > ~ a aed % Ul 
dotis O€ odk €yet, kal| apOnoerat am avtov. | 6 Soxet Exew apOnoerat 
a 4 > , ae » ak > - 
O €xet apOnoera am amy avTou, 
avTov. 
Mt. B. Lk B. 
4 
Mt xxv. 29 7@ yap ¢xovts marti | Lk xix. 26 déyo byiv ore mayri ro 
, A , ~ 
Sobnoera Kat TEprocevOnoeTaL éxovte So6noerat, amd Sé tov py) 
es 5 a4 ,a > ‘ »” pe Wee > , 
tov O€ pr €xovros Kal 6 exer apOn- éyovros Kal 0 €xee apOnoera. 


>. > ~ 
oetat ar avtou. 





The three passages have been printed as parallel, though Mt A 
occurs before, and Mk and Lk A after, the explanation of the 
Parable of the Sower, 

And the same course has been adopted with Mt B and Lk B, 
since they are attached to two parables which have very much in 
common, whether they are versions of.one parable or not. 

The use of the verb (&yec or xy) twice in Mt A, in Mk, and in 
Lk A, where the participle (¢xovrs or éxovros) is twice used in Mt B 
and in Lk B, seems to point to a different origin, the former group 
being presumably Marcan, and the latter Logian. And sari is 
a further peculiarity of the latter pair of sayings. 

In the Matthaean pair aepicoevOnoera is the only editorial 
characteristic ; and in the Lucan pair there is none. 


No. 11. 


Mt A. 
Mt xvil. 20 dpihvy yap héyw Spi, 
éav exynte TigtwW @s KOKKOY oLvd- 
5 na - , , 
MEWS, EPELTE TM Opet TOUT@ MeraBu 


” 6 Ret. \ Br ‘ 
EVOEV EKEL, KGL PETAPNOETAL, Kat 





29% 2. , ca 
ovdey advvarnoes byty, 
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Lk xvii. 6 ef €yere miorw as KéKKov 
owdrews, édeyere dv TH ovkapive 
[radry | ExpifmOnre cai purevOnre 


> al ‘ 
ev T7 Oardoon* Kai imjxovoev dy 





vpiv. 
Mt B. 

Mt xxi. 21 dpi A€yw spiv, av | Mk xi. 23 exere miorw Oeod* aya 
» a , a 4 ” - 
exnre miotiy Kat py StaxprOnre, ov Aeyw ipiv Ori Os av etry TH dpe 

a“ a“ , wy» , 
pdvoy TO THs GUKIS ToLNOETE, GANA rour@ “ApOnte kai BAnOnte eis 
a - » , ” my] ‘ , \ A ~ 9 
Kav T@ Oper TovT@ elmnte "“ApOnre thy Oaracaay, kat pry StaxpO7n ev 
kai BAnOnte eis tiv Oddaccar, TH kapdia ab’rod GAAa motevy Ort 
, a a , + > col 
yernoerat, o Aake? yivetar, EoTat avTo. 


Though other things are uncertain here, it is at once evident 
that Mt B and Mk have strong points of agreement, and cannot 
but be derived from the same (probably Marcan) source. 

Lk has been placed near Mt A (though a sycamine tree is 
instanced in Lk instead of a mountain.as in the other three cases), 
because those two passages agree in the unique expression siorw 
@s KOKKOY oLdTrews. 

With the concluding words of Mt A, compare in the parallel 
narrative of Mk ix. 23 the similar saying mdvra duvara 7 morevortt. 
This suggests that Mt A as well as Mt B may be Marcan in origin, 
and that os xéxkov owdmews may have been casually introduced into 
it from the (probably Logian) passage in Lk. 

au réyo bpiv (or gor) is decidedly characteristic of Mt, being 
found Mt 81, Mk 12 or 18, Lk 6 times (in Jn 25 times with the 
double anv). 


No. 12. 
Mt A. 
Mt xix. 30 modAol d€ éoovra mpa- | Mk x. 31 model d¢ eoovrat mparor 
TOL ED XATOL Kat ExXaTOL TpaToL, éoxarot kat [oi | érxaror mparot. 
Mt B. 


a oa 
Mt xx. 16 ovras frovra of éryarou 
Tp@TOL Kat Of TPaToL €oxaror. 
see a 
Lk xiii. 30 kai iSov cic fryxaror of 


EvovTat Tp@Tot, kal eioiv mp@Tor 





a» + 
Ol EDOVTaL EG XATOL, 


Here again Mt A and Mk, which are parallel in -position, agree 
exactly, and probably come from the Marcan document. 


§ Iv Doublets gI 


Mt B might either be repeated by the editor after the Parable 
of the Labourers in the Vineyard, which illustrates this saying, or 
might be brought in with the parable from the Logian source. 
The latter is rendered the more probable alternative by the fact 
that the clauses are here transposed from the order in Mt A 
and Mk, and agree with that in Lk. 

A and B have nothing distinctive of Mt. 


No. 13. 
Mt A. Mk B. 
Mt xx. 26, 27 ovx ovras early ev | Mk x. 43, 44 odx otras O€ ear 
byivs add’ ds av OeAn ev dpiv év tyiv’ addX ds dv Oedn péyas 
, , »” coa , , > econ ” con 
péyas yeverOa éora tpav did- yeverOa ev wpiv, eorae tpaov 
Kovos, kal Os ay Oédn ev dpiv Sudkovos, kal Os dv OeAy ev bpiv eivat 
a - »” € a al a »” “a 
elvat TMpHTos EoTat vuav SoddAos. mTp@Tos, éorat TAaVTWV Sovdos. 
Mt B. 


€ 


Mt xxiii. 11 6 8€ peifov ipov 
€otat tuav didkovos. 
Mk A. 
Mk ix. 35 ef ris Gédet mpdros eivat 


y+ wy b 
eorat TWaVTWV Ea xXaTOS Kal TAYTWV 





dudkovos. 


Lk xxii. 26 tpeis d€ odx ovTws, GAN 6 peifor ev tpiv ywerbw ws 6 
VEWTEPOS, Kal 6 Tyovpevos ws 6 SiaKovar. 

Here again the identity of language in Mt A and Mk B is 
almost complete, and points decidedly to a common source, which 
would be generally held to be a Marcan one. 

In this one case a doublet in Mk is entered, mparos and S:dkovos 
being used in both passages though not in the same order. The 
combination mdvrev dudkovos occurs only in Mk A: it is one of the 
very few expressions peculiar to Mk which are found in sub- 
apostolic writings, being applied to Christ in Zp. Polycarf, v. 2. 

The passage from Lk has a link to Mt A and Mk B in its con- 
text and opening, but to Mt B (a probably Logian passage) in 
6 pei{wv ; So its origin is very doubtful. 

navrev is used only in Mk Aand B: the Matthaean sayings have 
nothing peculiar to them. 

With Lk’s vearepos, cf. Acts v. 6. 
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No. 14. 
Mt A. 


Mt xxiv. 42 ypnyopeire ody, drt ove | Mk xiii. 35 ypnyopeire ovv, ovK 


” , c ¢ 4 <n LY ‘ c a = 
oidare Toia Hpépa 6 Kvpios tuav oldare yap mére 6 KUpLos THs 


€pxeTat, oixias €pxerat . . . 


Mt B. 


Mt xxv. 13 ypnyopetre ovv, Ott ovK 





oidare tiv Hpépav ovde rHv dpay. 
Mt A and Mk are very similar, and are found in the concluding 
part of the same discourse, though not exactly in the same con- 


nexion. If that discourse comes from the Marcan source, Mt A 


may have been modified by moia jépa as a reminiscence of the ri 
#uépay in the other or Logian version of the saying in Mt B, which 
may have been brought from the Logia with the Parable of the 
Ten Virgins. But this is only a doubtful matter of detail. 

It will have been seen that the use of jépa is a mark, though 
not an important one, of Mt A and B only. 

Observe that Mt here encloses the Parable of the Ten Virgins 
between these two almost identical sayings, exactly as he encloses 
the Parable of the Labourers in the Vineyard between the two 
which form doublet No. 12. 


The 14 doublets from St. Matthew that have been given 
are records of sayings of Jesus; the next 4 are historical 


passages. 
No. 15. 
Mt A. 


Mt iv. 23 Kai mepiiyev 
ev 6An TH TadwAaia, di- 
ddokov €y tais ouva- 
yoyais avT@v kai kn- 

, AQ > , 
pioowr TO edayyeAvoy 
THs Bactdeias Kai Oe- 
patrevwv Tacav voooy 

A , 
kat Tagav padakiav 
ev T@ Kaw. 
t ‘ 


Mt B. 


Mt ix. 35 kai mepupyev 6 “Inoods 
» | , , A A U 
Tas TOAeLs Tagas Kal Tas K@pas, 


duddokwy ev tats cuvaywyais av- 





Mk i. 39 kat 7AOev Kn- 
pvoowy eis tas ouva- 
A > a > Ld 
yoyas avT@v eis oAny 
Tyyv. Tadwraiav kai ta 


Sutpdvia exBadrrov. 








Lk iv. 44 kal Av kn- 
pvocer eis Tas guva- 
yoyas thy “lovdaias, 

(So WH with sBCL 
QR, 1, &c. [and so 
Syrsin]; but Tisch 
and Revisers Taki- 
datas.) 


Mk vi. 6 3 Kai mepinyev tas Kkopas 


KUKA® O.daoKor, 


—_ — 
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TOV kai knpvoow@v TO edayyédLov 
Tis Baoteias Kal Oepamedwv 
Tacav vécov kal Tacav paha- 
kiov, (And the words 6epa- 
Tevew TaCav vod. Kai Tagav par, 
occur again in x. 1.) 





These very similar summaries of the ministrations of Jesus occur 
in Mt immediately before the first two of the great collections of 
His sayings, viz. those in Mt v—vii and x. 

The agreement of repijyev both in Mt A and Mt B, and of ras capas 
also in B, with Mk vi. 6 gives some slight probability to the sug- 
gestion that B gives the passage in its original situation, and that 
in the course of oral teaching its phraseology may have been made 
use of to describe the other similar circumstances to which A refers. 
Dr. Salmon has made a different suggestion, viz. that Mt in A ‘ broke 
off the use of one document to turn to another; and that the verse 
is repeated when he turns back to the former document ’, i.e. in B 
(Introd. to N. T2, p. 580). : 


No. 16. 
Mt A+ 
Mt ix. 27-31 kal mapdyovri ékei- 
Oev tT "Incod nxodovbnoav Svo 
tuprot Kpdfovres Kal déyovres 
"Edenooy Has, vie Aaveid, €d- 
Oovre 8€ eis tiv oikiay mporndOav 
- avt@ of tuddoi, kat Aeyet adrois 
6 "Inaovs Tuorevere Ore Svvapat 
Tov’To Toijoa; éyovow ait@ 
Nai, kip. Tore Hato Tav 
dpOahyav aitav Aéywr Kara 
THY §«Tiorw tpov ‘yervnOnrw 
- bpiv. Kal nvedxOnoay airy oi 
opbarpoi, Kai éveBpipndn ad- 
rois 6 "Inoods héywv ‘SOpare py- 
Seis ywwaokérw® of dé e&ehOdvres 


Stepnpicav avrov ev Ody TH YN 





> ’ 
€KELVN). 


1 The difficulties connected with the records of this and the following 
miracle, as given in Mt ix. 27-34, are very serious. I have attempted to 
deal with them in Exp. Times, xiii. 24 f., and more briefly on p, 167 below. 
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Mt B. 

Mt xx. 29-34 kal €k- 
Topevopevav avT@v ad 
"Iepetyo —KodovOnoev 
avT@ dxAos modus. kal 

‘ , 
iSod Uo TrupAot Kaby- 
4 \ ¢ / 
pevoe mapa tiv ddr, 
> 4 ed > i 
axovoavtes oTt Inoous 
Tapdye, expagay e- 
A 4 2 
yovres Kupte, €Aenoov 
pas, vids Aaveid, 6 
dé byAos  emetipnoev 
avrois iva oLromnowow’ 
oi dé peifov expagav 
4 
Aéyovtes Kupte, €dén- 
cov nuas, vids Aaveid, 
‘ A ¢ > “A 

Kat orTas [6] Inoovs 
3 , > ‘ ‘ 
epwvnoev avTovs Kal 
a 
elmev Ti Oédere rown- 

¢ Lal , ’ 
ow vyiv ; A€yovow av- 
“~ Ko ¢ > ate 
T@ Kupte, va avory@ 
ow of opOadpoi judr. 
onkayxuabeis Se 6 
"Inoovs Haro Tay dp- 
HaT@Y aUT@Y, Kal €v~ 
Oéws aveBdeav kal 


nko\ovOnaayv avTa. 
e 





Mk x. 46-52 kal ép- 
xovraa eis “Teperxa., 
Kal éxmopevopevou av- 

a - 3% ’ 4 ‘ 
Tov amo lepetyo kat 
Toy pabnrav avrov Kal 
5 € a ¢ ey 
dxAov ikavod 6 vids 
Ttpaiov Baptipaos Tu- 
pros mpocairns exabnro 

A ‘ ec ‘ 

mapa thy dddv. Kat 
2 U a4 > a ¢ 
axovoas ort ‘Inoovs o 
Nalapnvds €orw ifpEato 
kpdfew kal déyew Yie 

> a 
Aaveid "Inood, éhénody 
He. Kat ETETIWwY AVTO 

‘ id , 
TmoAAot wa oLlwmnon’ 
6 6€ modAAB paddov 
expatev Yie Aaveid, 
+x 7 , . A 
eXenodv pe. kal oTas 
e >? “ XJ , 
0 Inoovs eimevy Paovn- 

Cee ‘ 
gate aitoy, Kat po- 

a , 
vovot Tov tupdrdov de- 

> col , 
yovres avT@ Oapcet, 
éyetpe, Pwvet ce, 6 0€ 
admroBakov Td ipdrvoy 
> ee U > 
avtov avamndnoas HA- 
, “a 
Gev mpos tov ‘Inaovr. 

A 2 \ [eee 

Kal amoxpileis avt@ 6 
a 3 

"Inoovs eimev Ti coe 

Gedets tronow; 6 Oe 

> a 
tTupros elmev avT@ 
€ , o > 
PaBBovvei, twa ava- 

Breo. kal 6 "Ingots 
> : ez “~ ¢ 
eimev avt@ “Yraye, 7 
TiOTIs TOU TETOKED CE. 
kai evOvs aveBdewer, 

a 3 a > n~ > 
kal. nkodovder aiT@ ev 


Th 600. 
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Lk xviii. 35-43 ev& 
vero b€ €v Ta eyyitew 
dil 
> A > > A 
autov eis lepetxy@ Tu- 
rds tis exaOntro mapa 
Lee. be: rn > , 
THY OOOvEeTTaLT@Y, akOU- 
aas 6€ 6xAov dtaTo- 
4 > , 
pevopevov emuvOdvero 
, ow a e ; 
ti €in TOUTO’ anny- 
yertav dé air@ dre 
"Incods 6 Nawpaios 
la , et. , 
mapépxetat. Kat €Bdn- 
, > col A 
cev Keywv Inoov vie 
Aaveid, €édénodv pe. 
kal of mpodyovres ére- 
Tipo adt@ iva ovynon’ 
airos d€ mokA@ paddov 
expafev Yieé Aaveid, 
eAenody pe. oradeis 
dé “Incovs eéxédevorev 
wee > ~ 4 
aitov axOnvac mpos 
> td > , 4 
avtév. éyyicavros be 
avTov emnpatnocev av- 
tov Ti oo Oédras 
, e ‘ 2 
mooo; 6 O€ eimev 
, Ld > 4 
Kupte, tva avaBrévo. 
ee a > > 
kat 0 Ingovs etmev av- 
-? , a 
T@ AvaBdeor" 7 ric- 
Tis gov GégaKeY GE. 
A a“ > 4 
kat mapaxyphua aveBde- 
‘ > , > 
Wer, kal nkodovder av- 
t@ So€dtay tov Oedr, 
Kai mas 6 dads idav 


+ > a _ 
eOwxev aivov TO ea. 


The resemblances between Mt A and Mt B are such as to suggest 
strongly that the same miracle may be twice recorded by Mt. 


§ iv Doublets — 95 


Besides those which are printed in thick type as peculiar to him,’ 
there are some remarkable ones which are common to A and the 
synoptic narrative generally, viz. vie (or vids) AaveiS, and éAénaov, both 
used twice in B, Mk, and Lk, and the use of kpag¢ew twice in Band 
Mk, and once in Lk; also the reference to ‘ faith’ in Mk and Lk. 

On the other hand an earlier date for A is suggested by the 
command not to make the miracle known, as well as by the pro- 
bable reference of éxei@ev to the house of Jairus ; and it may be that 
Mt in describing that miracle made use of phraseology familiar to 
him in the Marcan account of the later one. 


No. 17. 


Mt A. 

Mt ix. 32-4 avray dé ekepxopevor 

idod. mpoonveykavy atte Kkaddrv 
poanvey : 

Saipontdpevov’ Kat éxBAnOevtos 
tov Saioviov edddnoev 6 kacpds. 
kat €Oavpacav of dyAou AéyorTes 
Ovderore epdvn ovtas €v To “Io- 
pan, [oi 8€ bapicaion edeyov 
"E a ~ AY , > 

v T@ Gpxovtt Tov Satpovioy €k- 
Barret ra Sarpydvia. | ? 

Lk xi. 14, 15 kal fv ékBddd\ov 
Sarpdviov kwdv* eyévero S€ rod 
Satpoviov e€eAOdvros éddAnoev 6 
kopds. Kat €@avpacay of dxXou" 
twes O€ €£ adtav eimav "Ev Bee(e- 
BovA t@ apxovre trav Satpovior 


exBadrer Ta Satpdvia, 


Mt B. 
Mt xii, 22~4 rére mpoorvey- 
a , A 
kav aUT@ Sarwow(duevov rupddv 
A , ‘ > , > 
Kat K@pdv’ Kai eGeparevoey ad- 


Tov, woTe Tov Kody Aadeiv kal 





Brerew. Kai eEicravto ravres oi 


1 jKorovOnoay and -cev should also be noticed; but they have not been 
printed in thick type because at the beginning of the narrative the verb is 
used by A of the blind men and by B of the multitude: at the end all the 
Synoptists use it of the blind man or men. 

* The bracketed words are a ‘ Western omission’ (WH, Jnirod., p. 176). 
Syr*!” also omits them. 
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U e 
dxAot Kal €heyov Mnte ovTds eoruy 
, ° 
6 vids Aavetd; of d€ Bapicaior 
° , 9 il > > 
akovoavtes elmov OvTOS OUK €Ek- 


, A , > 4 > ” 
Batre Ta Sarpdvea ci pn ev TO 





BeeCeBovA apxovrt trav Saipovior. 


Lk has not been printed exactly opposite Mt A or Mt B; for 
while on the one hand it corresponds to B in being given as the 
occasion for the ‘defensive discourse’ in Mt xii and Lk xi, on 
the other hand it more closely resembles A in wording.’ For 
the verb ékBdddXo, the use of the genitive absolute, and the sentence 
kai €Oavpacay of dydo. are found only in Lk and A. 

Here, as in the preceding case (No. 16), Mt may have used in A 
language which was familiar to him in the record of another 
miracle. On the other hand, the mention of blindness as well as 
dumbness in Mt xii. 22 has suggested to some writers that Mt may 
be there combining reminiscences of the two miracles in ix. 27-34. 


No. 18. 


Mt A. 
Mt xii. 38, 39 rére dmrexpiOnoavy | Lk xi. 16 érepo dé metpagorres 


a aA ral na , ’ 
avT@ TWes TOY ypappatéwy Kat onpetov €& ovpavod eCnrovy map 


Papicaiwy Deyovres Ardackare, avtod .. . UV. 29 Tav S€é Bxdov 
Oedopev amd cov onpetov ideiv. 6 énabpofopevav ipgatro éyew 
dé dtroxpiBeis ettrey adToisKTA. | — KrA. 


Mt B. 





Mt xvi. 1, 2 kal mpocedédrres [oi | 
Papioaio. kal Taddov«aior weipa- 
Covres emnpatnaav avrov onpetov 
> a > “ 3 ce > lad 
€k TOU ovpavod éemdeiEat avrois. 

. Ly al 
6 8é€ dmoxpiBets etmev avtots 


KTA. 





Mk viii. 11, 12 Kal e&pdOov oi 
dapicaio. kai ifp£avto cuv{nreiv 

a a 3 > ~ 
avt@, CytovvTes Tap avToU on- 
petov ard TOU ovpavod, metpdagov- 
> , ‘ > s nn 
Tes avtév. Kal avactevagas T@ 


’ > “~ , 
mvevpare avrov Neyer KTA. 


For the words of Jesus which follow in each case, see above, 


No. 9, on p. 88. 


Judging from the position and contexts of the two pairs of 
records, it would be natural to class Mt A and Lk as Logian, MtB 


and Mk as Marcan in origin. 


Probably we are right in doing so, 


notwithstanding the fact that as to two expressions, meipacovTes. 
and é otpavos, Lk agrees with Mt B and Mk in having them, while 


1 Compare the note on doublet No. 3, p. 85. 
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Mt A is without them. Also é(jrovy map’ atrod in Lk only is similar 
to ¢nrodvres map’ adrod in Mk only. But all these three expressions 
are so common, and so much in place here that, as in the case of 
No. g, no importance can be attached to the insertion of them. 

And, as in No. g again, the words marked in thick type as 
peculiar to Mt A and B are also unimportant. 


The two following doublets differ from the preceding 
ones, in that they bring out identities between Matthew’s 
records of the Baptist’s ministry and that of Jesus. 


No. 19. 


Mt A. 
Mt iii. 2... knpiocov ev rh | Mki. 4, Lk iii. 3... . enpiooor 
épiuw ths “lovdaias Aéyov Mera- Bamtiopa petavoias ... 
vocire, yytxev yap 7» Bacireia 
TOV oUpavay. 
oo Mee. 
Mt iv. 17... #péaro 6 “Inoots | Mk i. 14, 15... #AOev 6 “Inaois 


, ‘ , . >] ‘ , , ‘ 
Knpvooew Kat eye Meravoeire, eis thv TadtAaiay knpvocwv To 
fyykev yap 7 Baawrela Tay evayyéAtov Tod Geod | Kai éyor | 

> A e , e ‘ ‘ 
oupavay. ort IlemAnpwrac 6 Katpos kal 


Hyytxev 4) Baoweia tod Geov' 


- , A“ 
peTavoeire kat muoTeveTe ev TO 





> , 
€ vayyeXlo. 


Mt seems in A to be expanding, in B to be summarizing, the 
corresponding passages of Mk, but in both he attributes identically 
the same proclamation to the Baptist and to Jesus respectively. 

Thus it appears that it is only Mt who attributes to the Baptist 
the mention of the ‘kingdom of heaven’ (or ‘of God’). Mk first 
names it in 1. 15, as above, but Lk not until iv. 43. 

See also Mt x. 7; Lk x. 9, 11. 


No. 20. 
Mt A. 
Mt iii. 10 wav ody dévdpov py | Lk iii. g av odv dévdpov py 


a > col 
motouy Kaprov Kadov ekkdmTeTat moody xaprov [ Kaddv | éxxdmrerat 





kai eis mip BadXerat. kal eis mip BdadXerat. 


HAWKINS H 
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Mt B. 
Mt vii. 19 wav dévdpov ju) mowody 
kapmoy Kahoy ekkdmreTal Kal eis 
mip Baddera.” 
Except the omission of the conjunction ody in Mt B, which is 
closely connected with a passage discussed as No. 3 above (p. 84), 
there is no difference in these three sayings. 


Compare also Mt’s use of yevvjyara éxidvav in xii. 34 and xxiii. 33, 
as well as in iii. 7 = Lk iii. 7. 


The two remaining doublets in Matthew are not so 
interesting to students of the Synoptic Problem as the 
preceding twenty, because there are no parallels in Mark 
or Luke with which they can be compared. ; 


No. 21. 
Mt A. 


Mt ix. 13 mopevOevres Sé pdbere ti €otw "ENeos O€A\w Kai ob Ouciay’ ov 
yap 7Oov Kadeoat KTr. 
Mt B. 
Mt xii. 7 ef d€ eyvaxerre th éoti "EXeos Oédw kai od Quciav, ovk av 
kateOtkdoare Tovs avattious. 

Both these are Matthaean additions to narratives which are placed 
consecutively in Mk and Lk, and which are apparently Marcan in 
origin. 

On the quotations from O. 'T. in Mt, see pp. 154 ff. 


No. 22. 
Mt A. 
édv SHoys Emi THS yAs EoTar Sedepevoy ev Trois ovpa- 
Avons él THS yis EoTrat Nehupevoy ev Tois odpavois. 
Mt B. 

Mt xvill. 18 dunv Aéyw ipiv, doa dv SHonte El THS yas EoTat Sedepeva 
év oUpav@ Kal doa édy AUonte El Tis ys EoTat edupeva €v 
ob pave. 

This promise given to Peter in A, is repeated in B to all whom 

Jesus is addressing, apparently ‘the disciples’ who came to Him 


Mt xvi. 19 Kai 6 
V 


- A. A. SS 
volts, KOLO €O 


1 The saying seems to break the connexion here, whereas it agrees well 
with its context in the Baptist’s teaching. 
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in xviii. 1. It occurs each time in close connexion with one or 
other of the only passages in the Gospels in which the word 
exkAnaia is found, 

The resemblances between Mt v. 34 and xxiii. 22 ; x. 17 
and xxiv. 9@; x. 40 and xviii. 5; xi. 27 a and xxviii. 18; 
xxiv. 23 and 26; xxviii. 7 and 10,’ though worth notice, 
have not been regarded as sufficient to constitute doublets. 
For shorter repetitions in Matthew, see pp. 168, 170. 


Doublet in Mark. 


Mk ix. 35 with x. 43, 447: for this see Matthew No. 13, 
on p. 91 above. 

There is no other instance es be entered here, as it has 
been decided to treat ‘He that hath ears, &c.’, separately 
from the doublets: see p. 106 below. And the resemblances 
between Mk ix. 23 and xi. 23, and between xiii. 5, 6 and 
21-3 do not come up to the standard of closeness adopted 
in these lists.* 


Doublets in Luke, 


No. 1. 
Lk A. 
Lk viii. 16 odSets S€ Avxvov G&pas | Mk iv. 21 pyre epyerar 6 Ad xvos 
, o _% , a ¢ , a ce ‘ A , a £ 2 4 4 
Kahumres auTOv oKkevel 7) UTOKAT@ | _ wa vmod Tov pdd.ov TEOn bd THY 
kdivns tiOnow, GAN emi dAvyvias kAivny, ovx iva emt tiv Avyviav 
Tidnow, wa ot eloTropeudpevor reOy ; 


BrXérrwow Td Pas. 


Lk B. 

Lk xi. 33 odSeis Adyvov pag cis 
kpumtny tiOnow ovde vrd Tov 
pddioy ad emt thy Avyxviar, tva, 
ol eiomropeudpevor TO das Bheé- 


TOO, 





1 Treated by Prof. Lake as a doublet, Resurrection of J. C., p. 86. 

2 On the complications of Mk ix. 33-42 see Exc. Bibl., ii. 1864-6. 

8 The three predictions of the Passion, &c. (Mk viii. 31, ix. 31, x. 33, and 
parallels; Tisch, Syn. Evang., §§ 70, 73, 116), are omitted from ee 
because they are so expressly assigned to three distinct occasions. 


H 2 
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Mt v. 15 ov8€ xaiovow Avxvov Kai 
ridcaow avtov tnd Tov pddiov 


GAN’ eri thy Avxviav, Kat Adprrer 





Taow Tos ev TH oikia. 


Here, as the thick type shows, the strongest similarities are the 
editorial ones between Avand B. To the last clause in them Mt 
has a parallel in substance, but it is so adapted as to lead on to 
his next sentence ovrws Aap dro kth. 

As to the source of the original form of the saying, no decided 
conclusion can be drawn.! For though Lk A and Mk are found in 
the same place and connexion, they do not coincide more exactly 
than the other passages do, their agreement as to xAiyy being 
balanced by the agreement of Lk B with Mk and Mt as to podws. 

But the consideration of No. 2 will lend some probability to 
a Marcan origin for at least Lk A here, as the passages are con- 
secutive both in Lk A and in Mk. 


No. a. 
LEA. 

Lk viii. 17 od yap €orw kpumrdv | Mk iv. 22 ov yap éorw kpumrov éav 
& ov qavepov yernoerat, ovde py wa avepoby, odde éyévero 
dméxpupov 6 ov py yvacdy Kal andxpupov ddd’ iva Abn eis 
eis chavepov €dOn. pavepov. 

LE B. 


Lk xii. 2 ovdév d€ ovykexadup- 
pevoy eat 6 ovK amoxadvpbn- 
gerat, kal kpumTov 6 ov yvaabn- 


oerat. 
Mt x. 26 oddev yap €otw Kexadup- 


a 
peévoy & ovk dmoxadkupOnaera, Kal 





\ a > , 
Kpumrov 6 ov yrou@noerat. 


Here the wording is so very similar in Lk A and Mk, and in 
Lk B and Mt respectively, and the difference in wording between 
the two pairs is so wide, that we seem to have two versions of the 
saying, the former handed down through the Marcan, the latter 
through the Logian document. 


* See Bacon, Sermon on the Mount, p. 132, on the connexions in which 
the saying is found. 


§ Iv 


wvev 


Doublets -.: 


eo 


Here as so often (see pp. 122, 131) Mk has the most harsh and 
difficult form of the saying, for his purposive ta is in Lk A 
replaced by a future, the tense which we find in Lk B and Mt. 

There is nothing to be marked as limited to Lk A and B, as 
ywooko is also used in Mt. 

The variation of this saying in No. IV of the Mew Sayings of 
Jesus from Oxyrhynchus (1904) should be compared. 


Lk A. 
Lk ix. 3... pire mf- 
pav eee 


. a , 
V. 4 kal eis nv Gy oikiav 
> Er8 eK “ , Te 

elaeAOnte, Eker peve 
kal éxeibev é&épxeobe, 
v. 5 kal doot ay py de- 
¢. & > , 
xovTa. vas, ekepxd- 
pevor amd THs TéAEwWS 
é€xeivns Tov KoVvioproy 
> A in col ¢ cal 
and tov Today tpav 
dmotwdooete eis pap- 


, i ee , 
TUploV eT avuTous, 


Lk B. 
Lk x. 4... p) mypav 


v. 5 cis qv © dv eioédOnre oikiay,... 


> ttc] de ”~ 77 id 
v. 7 €V auTH O€ TH OlKLG peveETE, 


éxOovres Kat 


b * \ e > ‘ A 
avTav, agéios yap Oo €pyatns Tov 


py peraBaivere €& 


puaOod avtov. 


eg ) > a 
OlKlas €lg OLKLaY. 


VV. 10, II eis nv & dy wodw eiced- 


Onte Kat pi) SeyovTar 


, ° A 
Odvtes eis Tas 


mivovres 


mAareias 


No. 3. 


Lk viii. 18 with xix, 26. 
For this see Mt No. 10, on p. 89 above. 


No. 4: 
Mt x. 10. .. pi m7- 
paves. 


vv. II, 12 els qv 8 dv 
mOAW 7) Kopny eloed- 
Onre ... Kael peivare 
€ws dv e&€Onre. 

Vv. 14 kal Os dv pr d€En- 

¢ a” 4 > , 
Tat vpas pnde adxoven 
‘ , ¢ cal > 
Tous Adyous Upar, e£ep- 
, »” ” , ay 
xopevot €€@ THS oikias 
aA = , > , 
7) THs médews €xeivns 
extwagate Tov Kov.op- 


TOV TOV TOO@Y Umar, 





‘ > 
Ta Tap 


tpas, e€ed- 





avTis 


Mk vi. 8 


pav... 


‘A , 
oe BY TN- 
Vv. 10 6mov éav eicéd- 

’ ¢ > SS i 
Ontre cis oikiav, éxei 

peévere Ews Gv e&eOnre 
exetOey, . 
A 
Vv. II kal ds dy réros 
‘ “A 
py SeEnrar vuas pnde 
, a 
akovewow Ua, éKiro- 
, > a) > 
pevdpevor exeiOev exri- 
, A a A 
vagate Toy xovy Tov 
UmokdtT® Tov Today 


a ° why 
Duay els papTupiov av- 





TOOLS. 


art 


* ; 
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elmate Kai tov Kovmoptoy ov 


Ko\AnOevra juiv ex ths médews 
¢ nn > A > , 

tpav eis tos médas admopacodpeba 
bys mAjv TtovTo ywookere rt 


iyyexev » Baowreia Tod Geod. 





We have come to the complicated matter of the charges to the 
Twelve and the Seventy,’ but here we are only concerned with 
those portions of them which Lk substantially repeats. Except the 
trifling change to the plural which is marked above (cf. dxotowow 
in Mk), there is nothing exclusively belonging to Lk A and Lk B. 


No. 5. 
Lk ix. 23 with xiv. 27. | 
For this see Mt No. 7, on p. 86 above. 


No. 6. 
Lk ix, 24 with xvii. 33. 
For this see Mt No. 8, on p. 87 above. 
No. 7. 
Lk A. 


Lk ix. 26 6s yap dv émaoyxvvOy pe 
‘ ‘ > A , hed c 
kai tovs é€povs Adyouvs, Tovroy 6 
es ma o 2 , > , 
vids tod avOpamrov emaoyxvv6n- 
oetat, Grav €AOn ev tH Odén adTov 
kal tov tatpos Kat Tay dyior 


>. , 
ayyéedov, 


Lk B. 
Lk xii. 9 6 5€ dpynodpevds pe éva- 
mov Tay avOporev amapynOnoerat 


> , ”~ > ~ n~ 
€vattiov TY ayyéAwv Tov Geod. 





Mk viii. 38 os yap cay éemacyuvO7 
‘ A > ‘ , > a 

pe Kal Tovs €movs Adyous Ev TH 
a 7 lel , ‘ 
yevead. travtn TH potxadidse kat 
7 be .) Ld cA a > , 
dpaptor@, Kat 6 vids Tod dvOpe- 
mov emacxuvOnoerat avtoy sray 
> bid , a A > ~ 

€AOn ev tn Sd&yn Tov matpds avtod 


peta TOY ayyéA@v TaY dyiov. 


Mt x. 33 dori 8€ dpvyonrai pe 
»* rd > , > , 
eumpoobey tav avOporav, apynco- 
peat 
matpds pov TOU €v Tois ovpavois. 


> ‘ AE: + ~ 
kay@ avtov eumpoobev Tov 


1 It is to be observed that Luke in xxii. 35 refers to the words BaAAdytioy 
and tmodnyata, besides mypa, as having belonged to the charge to the 
Apostles, whereas he himself had only recorded them as part of the charge 
to the Seventy (in Mt x. 10 trodjpyara is used to the Twelve). 
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With some hesitation I have included these verses among the 
Lucan doublets, although the leading verb is not the same. 

The position of Lk A and Mk, and their general similarity, 
point toa Marcan origin. But Lk A has (i) the remarkable addition 
of avrod, and (ii) the omission of év rh yeved ravry xrd., a limitation 
which would be likely to fall out in the course of oral teaching. 

It seems likely that in the second pair we have one of many 
cases in which Mt collected into his chief bodies of discourse various 
Logian sayings which Lk records separately (see pp. 161 ff.) 

Though Lk has one of his ‘characteristic’ expressions in A 
(rotrov, pp. 22, 48), and another in B (evamoy, p, 18), there is none 
to be noted both in A and B, 


No. 8.' 


Lk A. 
Lk ix. 46 «iondOev S€| Mt xviii. 1 mpoandOov | Mk ix. 34 mpds addn- 
Stadoyiopos év adtots,| of pabnral . . . Ae-| Aovs yap diedexOnoav 
TO tis dy ein peifor| yovres, tis dpa peifov| ev tH 6d@ Tis peiar. 


autor. eaotiv é€v th Bacwreia 





TOV Ovparar ; 
Lk B. 

Lk xxii. 24 éyévero 8é 

kat didoverxia év av- 


ToS, TO Tis avTaV 





Soxet eiva peifor. 


The ré before ris is a Lucan characteristic, see pp. 22, 47. 
There is not much similarity in the sequels of the two Lucan 
verses ; compare, however, ix. 48 and xxii. 26. 


No. 9. 
Lk A. | 
Lk xi. 43 ovat bpiv rots Bapicaiors, 
¢ > a A , | 
dre ayamare thy mpwtoxadedpiay © 
€y Tais guvaywyais Kal Tovs do- | 


macpovs €v Tais dyopais. 


es 


' This is the only Lucan doublet in narrative, the other ten being 
discourse. 


n 
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Lk B. 
Lk xx. 46 mpooéyere 
aro TY ypaypaTéwy 
tav Oedévt@y mepita- 
Teiv €y orodais kai 


4 > ‘ 
ditovyray aamacpovs 


Indications of Sources 


Mt xxiii. 6, 7 (of ypap- 


~ ‘ € 6 
parets kat of Papioaror 
Vv. 2) prov . 


Tp@ToKALsiav €y Tots 


4 
.. THY 


Seimvois Kat Tas mpw- 


Pt. II 


Mk xii. 38, 39 Bdémere 
ard TaY ypapparéwy 
tov Oeddvtav év oro- 
ais mepirareiy Kat ao- 


Tag povs ev Tals ayopais 


> “ > “ ‘ , > ”~ ‘4 , > 
€vy Taig dyopais Kai} toxabedpias ev ais} Kai mpwroxabedpias év 
mpotoxabedpias ev tais| ovvaywyais Kai tods| rais ovvaywyais kal 

Cal > \ > m ca 
guvaywyais Kai mpwTo-| domacpovs €v Tais| mpwrokdioias é€y ois 








kNoias ev Tois Seimvois.| ayopais ... deimvors. 

Lk B is Marcan in character and presumably in origin: note 
the analogous mpooéyere dad and Bdérere avd in it and in Mk, and 
the most complete identity in the rest of the passages. 

But Mt, though agreeing with Lk B and Mk in having mporokd- 
ciay (they have -as) ev r. deinvos, omits their wepurareivy ev orodais ; 
also he agrees with Lk A against them in the order of mperoxabedpias 
and donacpovs; and his quAodex is much less similar to their deAdvrepy 
than to the dyanare of Lk A. 

It appears then that Mt’s use of the Marcan source here is 
affected and modified by the influence of that record (probably 
directly or indirectly Logian) in Lk xi, to which there are so 


many parallels in Mt xxiii. 


No. 10. 
Lk A. 


Lk xii. 11, 12 drav d€ ciodepwow 
opas emt Tas aguvaywyas Kai Tas 

> \ 2 A > , A 
apxas kal ras efovaias, pr pept- 
prnonre mas [i ti]! darodoyy- 

Kx , ” ‘se ‘ ‘ [a4 

onobe i) Ti eimnre’ TO yap &yov 
a , con ? > A a 
mvevpa Siddker vuas ev ad’ty Th 


a a Las °’ “~ 
Gpa a dei eizeiv. 


Lk B. 
Lk xxi. 14, 15 O€re oty ev rais | Mk xiii. 11 Kal Grav aywow tpas 
kapdiats tay py mpopedeTav mapadidvres, py) Tpopeptuvare Ti 





GtrodkoyynOjva, eyo yap Soow AaAdnonte, ardN’ & cay d0OH dpiv 

1 The bracketed words are omitted by a very strong group of Western 
authorities (Syr*" has to be added to those given by Tisch); but if they are 
retained in the text, the phrase m@s 7 ri forms an important coincidence 
between Lk A and Mt, and may point to a Logian origin for both. 
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eA 4 , es > , > > ’ a a - o 
bpiv otdpa kal codiav 7 ov duvn- €v €xeivy TH @pa TovTo AaxXeire, 
govrat avTuotyvuc 7) avTeumeiy ov yap é€ote tpets of adodyres 
a « > , cn > . A “a \ « 

Gmavres of avtikeipevoe vpiv. GAG TO Tvedpa Td yor. 


Mt x. 19, 20 drav d€ mapadaow 
tpas, py pepyunonre Tas 7) TL 
Aadnonte’ SoOnoerar yap tpiv 
év éexelyn TH Opa ri Aadnonre 
ov yap tpeis eate of Aadovrtes 


> A A ~ a A ¢ - 
adAXa TO TrvEdpa Tov TaTpbs Vpar 





TO Aadody ep piv. 

The Lucan drodoyéopac (Lk 2, Acts 6, Paul 2 only) connects A 
and B. 
The chief resemblances are between Mk and Mt, though the 
passages are differently placed. In Mt it forms part of a longer 
passage placed by him in the charge to the Twelve, but hardly 
likely to have been spoken so early. 

As Lk B and Mk are parallel in position, it is curious that Lk, 
who speaks most often of the ‘Holy Spirit’ (p. 27), should omit 
Mk’s words 1é mvedya 76 dyov there: but it occursin Lk A. | 


No. 11. 
A. 


Lk xiv. 11 6tt was 5 iar éavrdv 

tarewvwOnoerae Kal 6 Tamewar 
, 

éavToyv tWobnoera. 

Lk xviii. 14 Ott was 6 Wav éavtdy 

, c A “~ 

tanewwOnoera, 6 Se ramewar 
éavtov bWroOnoerat. 

Mt xxiii. 12 doris d€ tao Eavroy 


id 
Tarrew@Onoerat, Kal OoTts TaTELWO- 





r 
oe €avtov ipwbnoera. 


Except for the conjunctions cai and d¢, Lk A and Lk B are 
identical. 

They agree against Mt in having was 6 with a participle, while 
he has gore with a verb. In Mt No. 2 (p. 83) the former con- 
struction marked the apparently Logian pair of passages; but 
here all three are probably Logian. 
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The resemblance between Lk xvii. 31 and xxi. 21 has 
not been thought sufficient to constitute another Lucan 
doublet, but it is worth notice. Also the narratives in 
Lk v. 29, 30 and xv. 1, 2 are remarkably similar. And 
Lk vi. 9g may be compared with xiv. 3 (to which, however, 
the parallel in Mt xii. 10 is more close); and viii. 21 with 
xt. 28. 


APPENDIX TO THE COLLECTION OF DOUBLETS 


The saying,‘ He that hath ears, &¢v 
Mt A. 


Mt xi. 15 6 éyov ora 


dkoveTw. 
Mt B. Mk A. Lk A. 
Mt xiii, 9 6 ¢xov dra| Mk iv. 9 os eye Sra| Lk viii, 8 6 Zy@v Sra 
aKOVETO., aKOvELY AKOVETO. GKOvEL akovEeTa, 
Mk B. 


Mk iv. 23 ei tus dye 
Ota aKovely UKOVETO. 
Mt C. 

Mt xiii. 43 6 yor dra 

akoveTo. 
Lk B. 


Lk xiv. 35 6 €xov ora 








Were 2 2 , 
AKOVELY AKOVET®. 


As being used 3 times by Mt, and as being merely an adjunct 
to other sayings, this brief utterance was not included among the 
doublets. 

Each Gospel adheres to some peculiarity of form: Mt omits 
dxovetv, Mk has the verb with dxovew, and Lk the participle with 
dxovetv, On each occasion. So it is to editors and not to sources 
that these variations are apparently to be ascribed. | 

This was evidently a well-known proverbial phrase: it occurs in 
Rev ii. 7, 11, 17, 29; iii. 6, 13, 22 6 ywy vids dxovodro , .., and 
Rev xiii. g e¢ rus yet ods dxovodtw. With all those instances com- 
pare Mt’s omission of dxovew, and with the last of them Mk B. 
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This is the most frequently repeated of the complete’ sayings in 
the Gospels, as it occurs 7 times.? The next in order of frequency 
are ‘Whosoever will save his life, &c.’, 6 times including Jn xii. 
25(p. 87f.); ‘To him that hath, &c.’ (p. 89), and ‘ Let him take up 
his cross, &c.’ (p. 86), each 5 times, No other saying seems to 
occur oftener than 4 times. 


SECTION V 


THE SOURCE LARGELY USED BY MATTHEW AND LUKE, 
APART FROM MARK 


IN the first edition of this book (1899) the title of the 
present Section was ‘The Logia of Matthew as a probable 
source’. Since then the scholars of England and America 
have largely followed those of Germany in designating 
this source as Q (= Quelle). For it has been generally 
admitted that to call it ‘the Logia of Matthew’ was unfairly 
‘question-begging ’,®? as assuming that Matthew and Luke 
certainly used the document named by Papias (p. xiii). 
But the abandonment of that name in favour of the neutral 
symbol Q need not involve any intention of begging the 
question in the other direction, by ignoring the reasons 
for holding that the only two documents named by the 
earliest writer who deals with sources at all are the two 
which bulk so largely in our First and Third Gospels.* 

The exact or almost exact correspondence of some 
parallel passages of considerable extent (p. 66) and the use 
of not a few peculiar and unusual expressions (pp. 54 ff.) 
in both Gospels combine to make it highly probable that 
this Q was a written source. And the probability that it 


1 ¢There shall be weeping and gnashing, &c.,’? occurring 7 times, is 
excluded, as being only a portion of various sayings (p. 170). 

? In the received text 8 times, but WH Tisch R omit Mk vii. 16. 

* So Dean Armitage Robinson, Study of the Gospels, pp. 69 f. 

* I venture to refer to the Expository Times, vol, xii, pp. 72 ff. and 139. 
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was used by the two Evangelists independently, and not 
by either of them through the other as an intermediary 
source, is not much lower, and is now very widely re- 
cognized. 

The only sure means of arriving at sound conclusions as 
to the nature and extent of the unfortunately non-existent 
QO is to collect and examine such passages! as are found in 
Matthew and Luke only, and are sufficiently parallel to give 
reasonable ground for supposing that they are drawn from 
the same original. I give such a list here, though not with 
any feeling of positiveness or even of self-consistency. 
For it is rather larger than the list which was offered in 
the first edition of this book, but considerably smaller than 
another which I am printing elsewhere,? my object there 
being to give every exclusively Matthaeo-Lucan parallel, 
however unlikely some of them may be to have had 
a common written origin. But it is only*® by using, or 
making, some such list, that we can advance beyond guess- 
work as to QO. 





Mt iii. 7-10 =Lk iii. 7-9. Mt v. 39, 40, = Lk vi. 27-30, 
iil. 12 = fil, 37. 42, 44-8 32-6. 
iv. 3-11 = iv. 3-13. * vi. 9-13 = xi, 2-4. 
V. 1, 2,3,4,6= - vi.20,21(?). | 10 * vi.go,ar = xi 996/46 
5 Vv. II, 12 = vi. 22, 23. * vi. 22,29 = |X 965355 
v, 18 = Bvt, © Wie aa =. Xvi, T3. 
* vy. 25, 26 = xii. 58, 50. * vi. 25-33 == xii. 29-93% 


1 The word ‘ passages’ is used, for want of a better term, to include some 
shorter sentences than we usually designate by that name. 

2 In a forthcoming volume of Studies in the Synoptic Problem, edited by 
Dr. Sanday (Clarendon Press). I have there worked out several points 
which are passed over either entirely or with slight allusion in this 
Section. 

’ Perhaps an exception to this statement is supplied by Luke’s collocation 
of sayings in xvi. 17, 18 (= Mt v. 18 and 32), taken together with his ‘ Bui 1 
say unto you which hear’ in vi. 27, when he had written nothing to suggest 
the contrast involved in ‘but’ (dAdAa): it does seem to be thus doubly 
implied that Luke had before him, or at least knew, the comparisons 
between the old and new law of life in Mt v. 17-48, though he did not 
insert them in his Gospel. 
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Mt vii. 1, 2 = Lk vi. 37, 38. 45 *Mtxi. 25-7 = Lk x. 21, 22. 
15 vii. 3-5 = Vi. 41, 42. * xii. 22,235 = xi. 14. 
- Wii, J-IT = xi. 9-13. xii. 27, 28 = xi. 19, 20. 
*1 vii, 12 = vi, gI. xii. 30 = xi. 23. 
* vii. 13,142 = xili. 23, 24(?), p* xii. 33-5 = “Vi. 43-5. 
vii, 21 = vi, 46, 50D xii. 38-42 = xi. 16,29-32. 
20 * vii.22,23 = xiii. 25-7 xii. 43-5 = xi. 24-6. 
(??). © xii, 16,37. =" X93, 24. 
Vii. 24-7 = vi. 47-9. ¥. Rie. 45 = Xili, 20, 21. 
vill. 5-I0o =8=—s =_—Cé«éii. I-3,, 6-9. B. EW. Te = vi. 39. 
* villi, 11, 12 -=. xiii. 28, 29. 55 D* xvii. 20 = xvii. 6°(?). 
* vill, 19,20 = ix. 57; 58. * xviii. 7 = Xvii. I. 
25 } * viii. 21, 22 = ix. 59, 60. * xviii, I2-14 = XV. 4,5,7.- 
ee Oe Ae. or ae oe Se * xviii. 15 = Xvii. 3. 
* x4 = x.9b. \ so * xviii. 21, 22 = xvii. 4 (?). 
* x. 8a =  X. OG. oo 60 * xix. 28 = xxii. 28, 30(?). 
738 pw st, Sh a, ce ©. tthi, 4 = xi. 46. 
30 * x. 106 = x, 76..\ Sq p* xxiii. 12 = xiv. 11 (and 
8 Tt = x. 8 (cf.7) 6 s xviii. 14). 
* x. 12,13 = x.5,6.| 38 * xxiii, 13 (14 
D* x: 15 = x12, | 3 g inWH) = xi. 52. 
~ x2 16¢@ = X.3 a * xxiii, 23 = xi. 42. 
35 * x.24,25a@ = vi. 405(?). 65°" xxiii. 25, 26-= <i. 99, 41: 
* x, 26-33 = xii. 2-9. * xxiii, 27 = xi. 44(??). 
* x. 34-6 = xii. 51-3. * xxiii. 29-31 = xi. 47, 48. 
x, 99 = xiv. 26(?). * xxiii. 34-6 = xi. 49-51. 
D¥ x, 38 = xiv. 27(?). * xxiii. 37-9 = xili. 34, 35: 
a0o.* X40 = x, 164(?). qo * xxiv. 27 = XVii. 24. 
xi. 2,3,4-II= vii, 18, 19, * xxiv. 28 = XVil. 37. 
22-8. * xxiv. 37-9 = Xvii. 26, 27. 
ey Mi ta, 15. =e ; xvi. 16. * xxiv. 40,41 = xvii.34,35(?). 
xi, 16-19 == Vii. 31-5. 14 * xxiv.43-51a@= xii. 39, 40, 
* xi. 21-4 = XX. 19-15. 42-6. 





The asterisk denotes some difference of position in the 
two Gospels. 


1 In this case the change of position is within the limits of the same 
discourse. 
2 Mt vii. 16-18=Lk vi. 43-4 might have been expected to be the next 
entry; but the Lucan passage is so much more similar in wording (though 
not in position) to Mt xii. 33-5 that it is entered opposite to those verses, 


3 Compare also Jn xiii. 16; xv. 20. 
* Compare also Jn xiii. 20. 


This and the preceding note help to show us 


that various forms—how many we know not—of the same saying were 
current in the Church. 
5 See also Mt ix. 32, 33, [34], which 1s closer in language to the Lucan 
parallel, though placed in a different context. 

6 The remarkable expression, ‘faith as a grain of mustard seed,’ occurs 
only in these two passages, not in Mk xi. 23, Mt xxi. 21, which are 


apparently of Marcan origin. 


See p. 89 f. 
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In the passages marked D there are complications caused 
by the existence of doublets (also in Mt x. 26 = Lk xii. 2, 
though not in the rest of the passage combined with them). 

If Mt xvi. 2, 3 and xxi. 44 had not been omitted as 
almost certainly spurious, the parallels to them would have 
been Lk xii. 54-6 (?) and xx. 18 respectively. 

In the above list of passages from Matthew there are 
contained 188 verses and 6 parts of others; putting these 
together we may reckon them as about 191 verses, or rather 
more than one-sixth of the 1,068 verses of Matthew. 
From Luke are drawn 179 verses and 4 parts ‘of verses, 
which similarly we may reckon together as 181 verses, 
being less than one-sixth of the 1,149 verses of Luke. If 
we were to include, as many would do, the partially 
corresponding parables? of the Marriage of the King’s Son 
and the Great Supper (Mt xxii. 1-10, Lk xiv. 15-24), and 
of the Talents and the Pounds (Mt xxv. 14-30, Lk xix. 
11-27), there would be an addition of (I0o+ 17 =) 27 verses 
in each case, raising the numbers in Matthew to 218 and 
in Luke to 208. 

But such reckoning by verses is of course rough and un- 
satisfactory ; and it is better to regard the above parallels 
as seventy-four separate or separable passages. Fifty-six 
of these, or more than two-thirds, are more or less differ- 
ently placed in the two Gospels, and are therefore marked * 
in the list. 

Passages which seemed at all likely to have been derived 
from Mark were excluded from the list. But of course it 
is quite possible, and it has been suggested in the preceding 


1 It seemed to me on the whole that these partial correspondences were 
not sufficient to outweigh the differences of occasion and object in these 
Parables, so I have placed them in the lists of passages peculiar to Matthew 
and Luke, with queries (?) attached to them in each case (pp. 3 and 15). 
Harnack (Sayings of Jesus, E. T., pp. 118-26) relegates them to an 
Appendix, in company with the imperfect parallel in Mt xxi. 32 and Lk vii. 
29, 30. 
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Section, that some of the sayings omitted on that ground 
may have been handed down in variant forms through 
Mark and Q independently of one another. If this is 
thought to be fairly probable, the following passages might 
be ranked as drawn from Q or Logia: Mt v. 13 = Lk xiv. 
444.5) Mt vi 15 = Lk xi. 33° (?) 5° Mt v.\32:= Lk xvis 38 ; 
Mt xxv. 29 = Lk xix. 26; and perhaps some others 
mentioned above among the doublets, as Mt x. 39 = xvii. 
33; Mt xxiii. 11 = Lk xxii. 26 (?) (pp. 87, 91). 

Again, in two cases some details introductory to sayings 
have been excluded as due to Luke (Lk vii. 3, 4, 5, and 
20, 21); but on the other hand they may have been in Q, 
and their omission by Matthew may be owing to his habit 
of shortening narratives (pp. 158 ff.). 

For those and other reasons exactness and completeness 
are by no means claimed for the above list. It contains 
a speculative element which, it is hoped, has been absent 
from the previous tables in this book, and the compiler of 
it has had to use his own discretion on several points as to 
which there can be no certainty in the present state of our 
knowledge. But, such as it is, it may be offered for use 
at least tentatively and in the way of a working hypothesis. 
And if it is so used it supplies the following intimations, or 
at least suggestions, as to the contents of Q 1:— 

(i) If—and it is an important if—the whole of Q was 
homogeneous with the parts that have been preserved for 
us in Matthew and Luke, it consisted almost exclusively of 
sayings of Jesus, introduced, when necessary, by explana- 
tions of the occasions on which they were spoken. This 
description does not cover the first two passages, which 
contain records of the Baptist’s teaching. These, however, 
may have been prefixed in order to explain and account 
for the subsequent references to the Baptist in the sayings 


1 The general probabilities as to Q are very clearly summed up by 
Jilicher, Jntrod. to N. T., E. T., pp. 354-60. 
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of Jesus (Mt xi. 2-19, perhaps also xxi. 31 f., and 
parallels),? 

(ii) Sayings belonging to the period of the Passion- 
narrative do not seem to have been included in Q. The 
only reference to that period in the above list is Lk xxii. 
28, 30; and in that case the few words identical in both 
Gospels seem to be better placed in Mt xix. 28. 

(iii) With the one important exception of the general 
arrangement of the Sermons on the Mount (Mt v—vii) and 
on the Level Place (Lk vi. 20 ff.) the two compilers, or at 
any rate one of them, did not regard the sayings in Q as 
placed in chronological order—or at least they, or he, did 
not attach importance to the order in which they found 
them. This appears from the fact, already mentioned, that 
more than two-thirds of the passages are placed more or 
less differently by Matthew and Luke. 

(iv) If we agree to exclude, as above, the two pairs of 
parables in Mt xxii. 1-10, Lk xiv. 15-24, and in Mt xxv. 
14-30 and Lk xix. 11-27 from Q, we find in it no parables 
of any considerable length. We must attribute to it, how- 
ever, the brief parables of the Lost Sheep and of the Leaven 
(and not improbably of the Mustard Seed also), besides 
many which we may call similitudes rather than parables. 

The very interesting and important, but unsolved and 
probably insoluble inquiry as to whether the First or the 
Third Gospel is the more exact and faithful representative 
to us.of Q cannot be, entered upon here. To use Well- 
hausen’s words, ‘ Die Frage, ob Q bei Matthaus oder bei 
Lukas urspriinglicher erhalten sei, lasst sich nicht rund 
beantworten.’? Harnack, who discusses the matter very 


1 But there are also some reasons for thinking that these records of the 
Baptist’s teaching may not be drawn from Q, but may have belonged to the 
original tradition generally used in our Second Gospel, though omitted from 
it in this particular case. So Woods in Studia Biblica, ii. 85, 94; Stanton 
in Enc. Brit., xxix. 41. 

* Einleitung in die drei ersten Evangelien, p. 67; see his following pages. 
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thoroughly, gives the preference to Matthew, though re- 
garding most of Luke’s alterations as merely stylistic.? 

The relative priority of the two great sources of the First 
and Third Gospels is another moot point ; Wellhausen ? 
regards Mark, Harnack ® regards Q as the older. Sir W. M. 
Ramsay‘ thinks so highly of the antiquity of Q that he 
considers it likely to have been ‘ written while Christ was 
still living ’. 

If, as was above shown, the source which forms the 
subject of this Section supplies about one-sixth of each of 
the Gospels in which it is used, it might reasonably have 
been expected that words and expressions characteristic of 
that source could be found and noticed, in the way that 
characteristics of the Priestly Code have been observed in 
the composite Hexateuch.? But it seems to me that such 
linguistic evidence is wanting here: with the exception of 
words which are required by the special subject-matter, a 
renewed examination has failed to produce any expressions 
which I could definitely label as characteristic of Q.6 This 
failure does not, of course, disprove the use of Q asa source; 
but it does strongly support the view, which the tables on 
pp. 4-8, 16-23 suggested, that both Matthew and Luke, 
and especially Luke, have so ‘ worked over’ the sources they 
employed that their Gospels frequently represent to us the 
substance rather than the words of the original documents. 

1 See Spriiche und Reden Jesu, translated as The Sayings of Jesus, pp. 1- 
126 passim, especially 112-15. 

2 Op. cit., pp. 73 ff., especially 87. 3 Op. cit., pp. 193 ff. (E. T.). 

* In his Luke the Physician, &c., p. 89. 

5 See Carpenter and Harford-Battersby’s Hexateuch, vol. i, pp. 61 ff., 
183 ff.; Driver’s Genesis, pp. vi ff. of Introduction. 
6 Harnack writes similarly as to the vocabulary (of. cif., pp. 146, 152) ; 


but he finds ‘a certain unity of grammatical and stylistic colouring’ in the 
passages which he assigns to Q (pp. 162 f.). 
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PART III 


FURTHER STATISTICS AND OBSERVATIONS BEARING ON 
THE ORIGIN AND COMPOSITION OF EACH GOSPEL 


A. ON THE GOSPEL. OF ST, MAKE, 


IT is well to take this Gospel first, as being almost 
certainly the earliest in date and quite certainly the 
simplest in structure. 

I propose to examine che portions of Mark which are not 
Sound in Matthew or Luke" Though numerous, they are 
in most cases very brief, the chief exceptions to this brevity 
being the two miracles in vil. 32-7; viii. 22-6, and the 
parable in iv. 26-9. 

_ What gives interest and importance to these portions, 
even in their minute details, is the theory, now very 
generally held, that a source corresponding on the whole 
with our present Gospel of St. Mark was used by the other 
two. Synoptists as a basis or Grundschrift, to which they 
added introductions, insertions and conclusions derived from 
other sources. For English readers this view is clearly 
explained and effectively supported by Mr. F. H. Woods 
in Studia Biblica:* his arguments’ seem to me to lead 

' In English they are brought together, in a way very convenient for 
reference, in the left-hand column of The Common Tradition of the Synoptic 
Gospels, by Abbott and Rushbrooke (London, 1884) ; in Greek they can be 


most easily collected by taking note of the ordinary type in the first 
column of Rushbrooke’s Synopticon. 

* Vol. ii (Oxford, 1890). The same view is well expressed and illustrated 
by Jiilicher, /utrod. to N. T., E. T., pp. 348 ff. 

3 The most simple and impressive of them rests on the fact that ‘ the 
order of the whole of St. Mark, except of course what is peculiar to that 
Gospel, is confirmed either by St. Matthew or St. Luke, and the greater 
part of it by both’ (p. 64). The different placing of a quotation in Mk i. 2 
and in Mt xi. 10, Lk xi, 27 can hardly be called an exception. 
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irresistibly to the result which he thus expresses, ‘We 
conclude, therefore, that the common tradition upon which 
all the three Synoptics were based is substantially our 
St. Mark as far as matter, general form, and order are 
concerned’ (p. 94). 

But this conclusion, which may now (1909). be called 
a practically certain result of modern study of the ‘Synoptic 
Problem’, at once suggests a further question. What is 
the account to be given of the Marcan matter which neither 
Matthew nor Luke has incorporated, and which therefore 
lies before us as peculiar to Mark? It might be accounted 
for in two ways. Either (a) Matthew and Luke were 
ignorant of it, because it was added to the Marcan source 
at a time later than the date or dates at which they used 
it; or (4) it was before them, but was omitted or altered 
either by them when they transferred the other Marcan 
matter to their Gospels, or in the course of the subsequent 
use of those Gospels. In other words, did those compilers 
use an Ur-Marcus (to use the brief convenient German 
name for an original and probably shorter Mark which was 
altered and supplemented by a later editor), or did they 
use a source closely corresponding with our present Gospel 
of St. Mark? 

As a contribution towards the study of this question, 
I propose to bring together and classify the Marcan 
peculiarities, so that we may see how far they are such 
as would be likely to be omitted or altered. The stronger 
such likelihood is, and the larger the number of instances 
to which it extends, the greater will be the weight of 
evidence against the suggestion of an Ur-Marcus. For 
indeed it is only a suggestion to account for the phenomena 
which we are now considering : there is no external support 
for it in the words of Papias,! nor, I think, is there any 

1 Unless, indeed, it is thought that his phrase od pévta tdfec implies a 
less orderly arrangement of materials than we find in this Gospel. But, 


I2 
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internal evidence for it in the signs of compilation which 
some students believe they can detect even in this Gospel. 
Of such signs the most remarkable is perhaps that on which 
Wendt ' has laid stress, viz. the apparent resumption in 
xii. 13 of the narrative in iii. 6 about the Pharisees and 
Herodians. This may imply a collection of replies made 
by Jesus to questions and objections, of which Mark was 
making use, and from which he broke off in iii. 6 to return 
to it in xii. 13. Anda good case for the arrangement of 
various materials may be made as to chapter iv, and still 
more as to chapter ix,” and again as to chapter xiii, where 
Colani’s suggestion of the insertion of several verses from 
a presumably Jewish apocalypse has met with acceptance 
in many quarters.*? But such compilation must have been 
prior to that use of Mark by Matthew and Luke which the 
hypothesis before us involves.* 

In referring to the Marcan peculiarities it will be best to 
begin with those which have most to do with the substance 
of the narrative, and from them to pass on to those which 
are mainly or entirely linguistic. 

As an introduction to Section I, A and B, I quote some 
remarks of Dr. A. B. Bruce. on this Gospel :—‘ It contains 


even in that case, the re-arrangement must have taken place before the 
time to which our hypothesis refers. 

1 See his Teaching of Jesus, E.T., i. 21. 

2 See especially Schmiedel in Enc. Bibl., ii. 1864 ff. 

3 See, for instance, Wendt, Teaching of Jesus, E. T., ii. 278, 358, 366, 
where he summarizes what he had said more fully in the untranslated part 
of his work, Lehre Jesu i. 10 ff.; and Charles, Eschatology (1899), pp. 323-9. 
The verses generally regarded as insertions from the ‘little Apocalypse’ 
are Mk xiii. 7, 8, 14-20, 24-7, 30, 31, and the parallels in Mt and Lk, 

* Might not Mark himself after Peter’s death have been the person who 
re-arranged (perhaps not always very carefully or skilfully) the groups of 
reminiscences which he had taken down from the lips of Peter in earlier 
years? This would help to reconcile the impression given by Papias (see 
above, p. xiii) with the express statement of Irenaeus (Haer, iii. 1) that it was 
after the death of Peter and Paul that Mark ‘ handed down to us in writing 
what Peter used to preach’. These and other patristic traditions relating 
to the Second Gospel are brought together by Scott-Moncreiff, S#. Mark 
and the Triple Tradition, pp. 100-8. 
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unmistakable internal marks of a relatively early date. 
These marks are such as to suggest an eye and ear witness 
as the source of many narratives, and a narrator unem- 
barrassed by reverence. This feeling we know does come 
into play in biographical delineations of men whose charac- 
ters have become invested with sacredness, and its influence 
grows with time. The high esteem in which they are held 
more or less controls biographers, and begets a tendency 
to leave out humble facts and tone down traits indicative 
of pronounced individuality ’ (W2zth Open Face, p. 25). 


SECTION I 


PASSAGES WHICH MAY HAVE BEEN OMITTED OR ALTERED 
AS BEING LIABLE TO BE MISUNDERSTOOD, OR TO GIVE 
OFFENCE, OR TO SUGGEST DIFFICULTIES ! 


A. Passages seeming (a) to limit the power of Jesus 
Christ, or (4) to be otherwise derogatory to, or 
unworthy of, Him. 

7 (2) 
- 

Mk i. 32, 34 ‘ They brought unto him all that were sick... and 
he healed many that were sick’, compared with Mt viii. 16 ‘ He 
... healed a// that were sick’, and Lk iv. 40 ‘ He laid his hands on 
every one of them and healed them’. Here Mark’s description might 
be thought to imply what Paley calls ‘tentative miracles; that is, 
where out of a great number of trials, some succeeded ’.? So also 
in Mkiii. ro ‘many’, compared with Mt xii. 15; Lk vi. 19 ‘all’. 


2 

Mk iv. 36: it might be wondered how the ‘other boats’ 

weathered the storm. (Perhaps however Mark did not mean to 
imply that these also crossed the lake.) 

1 Cf. Dr. Abbott’s art. Gospels in Enc. Brit., x. 802, from which several of 


these instances were taken. 
2 Evidences of Christianity, Part I, prop. ii, chap. i. 
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3. 

Mk vi. 5 ‘He could (édvvaro) there do no mighty work, save, &c.’, 
compared with Mt xiii. 58 ‘He did not many mighty works there 
because of their unbelief’. (Perhaps too the omission by Mt of 
the sentence in Mk vii. 24 containing the words ov« ndvvac6n Aadeiv 
may be due to the desire not to suggest inability of any kind. 
Compare also Mk i. 45 (ynxére ddvacGac) with Lk v. 16.) 


4. 

Mk vii. 32-7: the use of spittle as a means of healing (cf. also 
Jn ix. 6), And perhaps painful effort might seem to be implied in 
the words ‘ looking up to heaven he sighed’. (Compare dvaorevdgas 
T® mvevpart adtov in Mk viii. 12, omitted in Mt xvi. 2.) 


5. 
Mk viii. 22-6: in this miracle also spittle is used as a means;! 
and the cure is represented as gradual.’ 


os. 

Mk xi. 20: the statement that the withering of the fig-tree was 
not noticed until the next morning might be dropped as obscuring 
the signal character of the miracle. Cf. Mt xxi. 19 and 20 sapa- 
xpnea. 3 

rE 

Mk xv. 44, 45 a ‘Pilate marvelled if he were already dead, &c.’ 
It might have been thought at least needless to introduce this 
question into ordinary teaching. 


(2) 


Mk i. 11 ‘ Thou art my beloved Son, &c:’, said to Jesus: more 
public honour seems to be done to Him by the proclamation con- 
cerning Him, ‘ This is my beloved Son, &c.’ in Mt iii. 17. Luke 


1 These two are ‘the only cases in the Synoptic Gospels in which Jesus 
employs any other means than the laying on of hands’ (Gould, Comm. on 
Mark, p. 149). The Apostles are said to have ‘anointed with oil many that 
were sick’ in Mk vi. 13: cf. James v. 14. 

. Similarly, the cure of the lunatic boy in Mk ix. 20-7 appears. more 
gradual than in Mt xvii. 18 or Lk ix. 42. And see Allen, St. Matt., p. xxxiii, 
on the omission of Mk i. 23-8 by Mt. 
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however follows Mark. (Compare the revelation said in John i. 33 
to have been made to the Baptist at this time.) 


2. 

Mk i. 12 ‘The spirit driveth him forth (é«@adXer)’: it is not 
surprising that Matthew and Luke express this guidance by the less 
forcible words dvjx6n and #yero. ; 

J 5 

Mk iii. 5 ‘ With anger’. Matthew and Luke omit this, though the 
latter (vi. 10) preserves the mepBdAeyapyevos which goes with it in Mark. 
épyy is nowhere else in the Gospels ascribed to Jesus, except in 
a Western reading of Mk i. 41 (épy:oeis): cf, however, Rev vi. 16. 


4. 
Mk iii. 21 ‘ His friends .. . went out to lay hold on him, for they 
said, He is beside himself (eé€orn) ’.? 


5. 
Mk v. 7 ‘I adjure thee by God’: it is only in this one of the 
three narratives that the unclean spirit dares to adjure Jesus (épki¢w). 


6. 
Mk vi. 3 ‘Is not this the carpenter?’ See, however, also p. 75. 


E 
Mk vi. 48 ‘He would have (#@eAev) passed by them’. There 
might have been fear of this being taken to mean that He did not 
wish, or intend, to help them. 


8. 


Mk vii. 9 ‘Full well (xadds) do ye reject the commandment of 
God’. This irony is replaced in Mt xv. 3 by the graver question, 
‘Why do ye also transgress the commandment ... ?’ 


9- 
Mk x. 14 ‘ He was moved with indignation (jyavdkrnaev)’, Else- 
where this verb always implies more or less blameworthy anger, 
Mt xx. 243 xxi 153 xxvi. 3; Mk x. 41; xiv..4; Lk xiii, 14. 


1 The reading in D* é{éorara: adrovs, ab d ff? iq exentiat (exsentiat) eos, 
&c., is probably an attempt to avoid the difficulty. 
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Io, 


Mk x. 17, 18 ‘Good Master’ and ‘ Why callest thou me good ?’ 
appear in Mt xix. 16, 17 as ‘ Master’ and ‘ Why askest thou me 
concerning that which is good?’ But Luke follows Mark. 


If, 


Mk xi. 3 ‘Straightway he will send him back hither’. This 
might» seem, and has seemed (see Dr. A. B. Bruce 7 J/oc., and 
Speaker’s-Comm.), to detract from the dignity of the request, and 
from the importance of the impression made by it ;* hence perhaps 
the change of it to ‘ straightway he (the owner) will send them’, in 
Mt xxi. 3, as also in the received text even of Mark. See also p. 70. - 


12. 


Mk xi. 13 ‘ For it was not the season of figs’, This may have 
seemed, and has seemed to some, to imply an unjustifiable, or at 
least ignorant, expectation and consequent disappointment. We 
may perhaps compare e6atpacey in Mk vi, 6, omitted in Mt xiii. 58 
(but cf. Mt viii. 10 ; Lk vii. 9). 


4. 

Mk xii. 32 ‘ Of a truth, Master, thou hast well said, &c.’: it has 
been suggested that these words of the scribe may have seemed to 
a later editor ‘somewhat patronizing’, and may therefore have 
been omitted after Mt xxii. 4o (Allen 7 /oc.). 


I4. 

Mk xiv. 14 ‘Where is my guest-chamber?’ This may have 
seemed a harshly expressed. claim, and therefore the pov may have 
been omitted from Lk xxii. 11 which is otherwise identical with 
Mark (Matthew has no parallel clause, but cf. xxvi. 18). It has 
also dropped out from the received text of Mark. 


rs. 
Mk xiv. 58 ‘ We heard him say, I will destroy this temple, &c.’ 
This, though only an accusation by the ‘false witnesses’ (cf. John 


1 «Tt certainly weakens the miraculous impression produced by the pre- 
dicted success of the demand when we learn that no more was asked for 
than a loan with the promise of immediate return’ (Salmon, Human Element 
in the Gospels, p. 425). 
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ii. 19), may have appeared to be an unfulfilled prophecy, or pos- 
sibly to have justified Jewish hostility, and may therefore have been 
softened into ‘I am able to destroy the temple of God’, Mt xxvi. 61, 


(There is no parallel in Luke.) 


B. Passages seeming to disparage the attainments or 
character of the Apostles.’ 


I. 


Mk iv. 13 ‘ Know ye not this parable ? and how shall ye know 
all the parables ?’ This reference to dullness in the disciples them- 
selves is found only in Mark, 
| 2. 

Mk iv. 38 ‘Carest thou not that we perish?’ seems more ex- 
pressive of distrust than the ‘Save, we perish’ of Mt viii. 25, or 
the ‘ We perish’ of Lk viii. 24. (Compare the use of od pédAe in 
Lk x. 40; Jn x. 13.) 

+: 

Mk v. 3t ‘. . . And sayest thou, Who touched me?’ This ques-_ 
tion, omitted by Matthew and Luke (but implied in Lk viii. 46), may 
have been thought disrespectful from the disciples to their Master. 


4. 

Mk vi. 51 4, 52 ‘And they were sore amazed in themselves, for 
they understood not? concerning the loaves, but their heart was 
hardened ’.? ‘There is no parallel to this in Matthew (cf., however, 
his record of the weakness of Peter's faith in xiv. 28-33). Luke 
is wanting here. (To Mk vii. 18 there is a parallel in Mt xv. 16; 
Luke is wanting here also.) 

5. 

Mk viii. 17, 18 ‘ Have ye your heart hardened?* Having eyes, 

1 Those who had come, or were coming, to regard the Twelve as ‘founda- 
tions’ of the Church (Rev xxi, 14) would be far more likely to soften or 
leave out than to strengthen or insert such passages. It has been noticed 
that Luke especially ‘spares the Twelve’: see Bruce in Exfosittor’s Greek 
Test., i. 46f., referring to Schanz. Cf. p. 197 below. 

2 With Matthew’s omission of od ovvjxay here, compare his insertions of 
TOTE OvvAKay in Xvi. 12, xvii. 13. 

* Or rather ‘ blinded’, which seems to be the better rendering of mwpodr, 
mwpwos. See Dean Armitage Robinson, Comm. on Eph., p. 266. As he 
says, ‘‘‘ hardness” suggests a wilful obstinacy, which would scarcely be in 
place in’ either of these two sayings. 
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see ye not? and having ears, hear ye not?’ This is omitted 
in Matthew’s version of the rebuke (xvi. 8-11). Luke is wanting 
here. 

6. 

Mk ix. 38 ‘ We forbade him, because he followed not us’ becomes 
in Lk ix. 49 ‘ because he followeth not with us’, which involves less 
claim to personal authority on the part of the speaker (John). 
Matthew omits the incident. 


7. 
Mk x. 35: here the sons of Zebedee themselves make, but in 
Mt xx. 20 their mother makes, the ambitious request. Luke omits 
it altogether. , 


C. Other passages which might cause offence or difficulty. 


i : 

Mk ii. 23 6ddv roveiv (WH mg ddoroeiv), This phrase, though 
not necessarily (see Judg xvil. 8) meaning that they broke a new 
path through the standing corn, might be taken to imply that they 
did so.? 


2 


Mk ii. 26 ‘ When Abiathar was high priest’. This was probably 
omitted on account of the historical difficulty: see, however, also 
p. 131 on the Proper Names in this Gospel. 


Je 

Mk ii. 27 ‘ The sabbath was made for man, and not man for the 
sabbath’. This may perhaps have been ‘a hard saying’ for Jewish 
Christians,? and may therefore have dropped out of use, though 
here it forms a step in the argument, which is not the case with 
the words substituted in Mt xii. 6, 7. In Luke there is nothing 
substituted, but a break seems to be implied (vi. 5). 


4. 

Mk iii. 29 ‘. . . But is guilty of an eternal sin ’, an expression so 
mysterious and so much deeper than the usual idea of punishment, 
that duaprnparos has been altered into xpioews in the received text. 


1 See Field’s Notes on Transl. of N. T. in loc. (p. 25). 
2 Cf. Rom xiv. 5f.; Gal iv. 10; Col ii. 16f. 
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And a similar account may probably be given of the omission of 
the whole clause in Mt xii. 32 and Lk xii. ro," 


5s 
Mk iv. 12 ‘ That (iva) seeing they may see, and not perceive, &c.’ 
For this Mt xiii. 14 has the easier ‘ because (é7)’. Luke however 
follows Mark. 


6. 


Mk iv. 26-9 the Parable of the Seed Growing Secretly. Might 
there not have been fear of this discouraging activity and watch- 
fulness in missionary and pastoral work? See Lucl. Br01., ii. 1863. 


7. 

Mk viii. 31 ; ix. 31; x. 34 ‘After three days’. In the parallel 
passages Matthew (xvi. 21; xvii. 23; xx. 19) and Luke (ix. 22; 
xviii. 33, there being no parallel to Mk ix. 31). substitute ‘on the 
third day’; probably because the exactness of the prophecy would 
not otherwise be evident to persons unaccustomed to the Jewish 
method of computation (see e. g. Gen xlii. 17, 18; 1 Ki xii. 5, 12; 
Mt xxvii. 63, 64: cf. Hos vi. 2).? 


8. 

Mk viii. 32 ‘And he spake the saying openly’. A difficult state- 
ment ; for (a) if mappynoig means plainly and unreservedly, it might 
be thought strange that the resurrection should have been so unex- 
pected when it occurred ; and (4) ifit means that the announcement 
was made to others besides ‘ the disciples ’, this seems most unlikely 
_at this period, and indeed inconsistent with verse 34, which speaks 
of the multitude as not being summoned until after this prediction 
had been given. 


9. 
Mk viii. 38 ‘ In this adulterous and sinful generation’ might be 
omitted as seeming to narrow the application of the warning 
against being ‘ ashamed of’ Christ. 


1 Compare the case of the obscure verse Mk ix. 49 ‘ For every one shall 
be salted with fire’, to which the Western text makes an addition (from 
Lev ii. 13) which seems to have been meant as explanatory, and which 
afterwards became part of the ‘ Syrian’ text. 

2 For other cases see Field, op. cit., p. 13. - 
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10, 


Mk ix. 13 ‘ Even as it is written ofhim’. It is by no means clear 
how the ill-treatment of the Baptist had been ‘ written of’, Matthew 
avoids the difficulty by dropping the words. 


no ke 


Mk ix. 15 ‘ All the multitude, when they saw him, were greatly 
amazed’. It is very difficult to see what could have been the special 
cause of the amazement at this time, for any outward radiance result- 
ing from the Transfiguration is most unlikely ; and the statement 
is omitted by Matthew and Luke. 


12. 

Mk ix. 22 6-24 ‘If thou canst do anything... Help thou mine 
unbelief’. The fact that the father’s prayer was granted, notwith- 
standing these confessions of doubt, may have seemed to imply the 
acceptance of a lower standard of faith than the Church usually 
required ; hence perhaps the omission of this dialogue. 


i: 

Mk ix. 31 ‘ The Son of man is delivered up’. A prophetic present; 
but the péAAeu wapadidocba of Mt xvii. 22 and Lk ix. 44 is clearer 
and more obvious. (Similarly the 6 ¢y® rivw of Mk x. 38 becomes 6 
éyd pédXo mivew in Mt xx. 22.) 


14. 

Mk ix. 394 ‘ There is no man which shall do a mighty work 
in my name, and be able quickly to speak evil of me’. This might 
seem to be inconsistent with the teaching of Mt vii. 21-3; and on 
that account the words might have been omitted by Luke, and the 
whole incident by Matthew. 


is. 
In Mt xii. 8 the killing is said to be before the casting out of the 


vineyard ; the interpretation ‘of the parable becomes easier if these 
acts are transposed, as is done in Mt xxi. 39; Lk xx. 15. 


16. 
Mk xv. 45 stépa. Matthew, Luke, and John use only céya in 
this narrative : see Swete’s note, showing that mréua was a word 
likely to be avoided here by Christians (as indeed it is in the re- 
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ceived text even of Mark), because ‘ when employed for the dead 
body of a human being it carries a tone of contempt ’. 


17. 

Mk xv. 25 ‘ It was the third hour’: for proofs that this note of 
time, which Mark alone gives, has caused difficulties, see e. g. 
Speaker's Comm. tn loc. 


SECTION II 


ENLARGEMENTS OF THE NARRATIVE, WHICH ADD NOTHING 
TO THE INFORMATION CONVEYED BY IT, BECAUSE 
THEY ARE EXPRESSED AGAIN, OR ARE DIRECTLY 
INVOLVED, IN THE CONTEXT 


These, which have been well named ‘context-supple- 
ments’, are very numerous in Mark, especially in the earlier 
chapters. They occur both in the actual narrative and in 
sayings which it embodies. The nature of them may be 
understood from the following two specimens :— 


(a) In ii. 18 @ Mark alone says that ‘John’s disciples and 
the Pharisees were fasting’: but this fact is again 
stated in the question put to Jesus in 184, which is 
also recorded in substance in Mt ix. 14; Lk v. 33. 

(6) In xv. 24 Mark alone adds to the mention of casting 
lots the words ‘upon them, which each should take’: 
but this is of course involved in the previous statement 
of all three Synoptists that they ‘ parted his garments 
among them, casting lots’. 


I do not propose to print a list of such repetitions and 
amplifications, for it would be necessary in many cases to 
print with them a lengthy context, without which it could 
not be seen that they add nothing to the narrative. But 
instances, more or less distinct and characteristic, may be 
found and examined in the following verses, numbering 
more than a hundred :—Mk i. 4,7, 13, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 28, 


126 Statistics and Observations Pt, III. A 


34, 43* ; ii. 1, 2T, 8,9, 15f, 167, 18T, 19f; iti. 8, 13, 17, 28, 
30, 31; iv. 1, 2, 7, 8, 15, 16, 24, 31, 32, 37, 393 Ve T; 15, 99% 
19, 20, 21, 22, 34, 38, 40, 425 vi. 2, 4, 17, 29, 35, 44, 50, 53, 
$4, 55; vil..2, 8*, 19,-14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 23, 257 > Valse 
15, 273 ix, 2, 83°%.- 99, 32, 96, 593 Xi. @, 4, OPS. 27 eee 
Xi. 2,14, 237; 417, 437 3 Xill. 2, 19, 203 xiv. 4,5) 9 eee 
16, 17, 20, 43, 45, 57, 66; xv. 22, 241, 25, 34. 

In the two cases marked * the whole verse may be called 
a context-supplement, and so may perhaps also iii. 30: the 
mark + has been added to a few other instances, which, 
with those marked *, may be considered first as: the most 
instructive and interesting cases. 

A few of the passages here referred to are also included 
among the ‘duplicate expressions’ on pp. 139 ff. below. 

Now in a simple and original narrative, written or 
dictated by, or directly derived from an eyewitness, such 
repetitions and expatiations might very naturally occur: 
they may indeed be due to that special determination to 
‘omit nothing’ which Papias attributes to Mark as the 
‘interpreter of Peter’. And the omission of them after- 
wards, either in the compilation of a manuscript record or 
in the course of oral teaching, is also natural and likely. 
But what possible cause for the insertion of them by 
a later editor can be assigned, except a mere wish to 
extend the size of the narrative, without adding to its 
substance? And surely such a wish is inconceivable 
in the times and circumstances of the composition of the 
Gospels.? 

1 Of course there has been no intention of denying in this Section that 
there are any ‘context-supplements’ peculiar to Matthew and to Luke 


respectively (see e.g. Mt xiv. 16; xv. 20; Lk vi. 8; viii. 27, 53); but they 
are certainly very few in comparison with those in Mark. 
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SECTION III 


MINOR ADDITIONS TO THE NARRATIVE 


I use the word ‘minor’ of the Marcan additions now 
referred to, in order to denote this characteristic of them, 
that though they add fullness to the narrative, and 
though they are almost always more or less graphic and 
picturesque and lifelike, they are not such as would seem 
important to those who had to teach the elements of 
Christianity. So far as we can judge from our earliest 
records, ‘the memoirs of the Apostles’ were chiefly drawn 
upon for the purposes of (i) exhibiting ‘ Jesus of Nazareth’ 
as ‘approved of God by mighty works and wonders and 
signs’ (Acts ii. 22), and (ii) of supplying accounts of His 
teaching, especially on moral subjects (see e.g. Rom xii; 
James iv; Clem. Rom. xiii; Zf. Polycarp ii; Didache i). 
There would be no materials available for these purposes, 
nor again for the proofs of the Messiahship of Jesus drawn 
from prophecy for Jewish hearers, nor again for the 
articles of the Creed which soon began to grow out of the 
baptismal confession of faith, in the very great majority of 
these Marcan augmentations. 

The following are characteristic specimens of them :— 


i. 33 ‘All the city was gathered together at the door’. 
iii. g ‘ He spake to his disciples that a little boat should wait on 
him because of the crowd, lest they should throng him’. 
ili, 34 ‘Looking round on them which sat round about him’. 
iv. 35 ‘ When even was come’, 
iv. 38 ‘In the stern... on the cushion ’, 


1 And so Irenaeus says that he had heard Polycarp relate what he had 
heard from eyewitnesses of the Lord rept trav Suvdpewv aitrod Kal tmepl Ths 
didackadias. Eus., H. E., V. xx, quoting Irenaeus’ Epistle to Florinus. 

? How natural that Peter should recall this precaution, and that there- 
fore Mark should write it down: yet how likely that other teachers and 
writers should omit it, since it appears that after all there was no recourse 
to the boat on this occasion (cf. v. 13 ‘he goeth up into the mountain’) ! 
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viii. 14 ‘They had not in the boat with them more than one loaf’. 
ix. 36 ‘ Taking him in his arms’. 
x. 50 ‘ He, casting away his garment, sprang up’. 


And others may be examined in the following verses :— 
1. 19, 20, 20, 41; 11. 16; til. 19, 20, 29, °99: v. 2 0, Soa 
27, 32; Vi. 21, 23,.25, 27, 31,33, 38, 40, 505 Vil. 24, 25% 
Vill. Ii, 12, 27, 32, 333 1X. 3, 14, .15, 160, 20, 34, 985 Xa ae: 
17, 21,22, 23, 46, 49; Xi. 4, Tl, 303 Xi. 94, 41,493 mac ee 
Xiv. 3, 40, 41, 44, 543 xv. 8, 21, 31, 32°" 

Here again, as in the previous Section, the consideration 
of such passages seems to me to leave on the mind a very 
strong impression in favour of their having been dropped 
by compilers who presumably had in view the needs of 
Christian teachers and learners, and against their having 
been inserted by an editor of the Ur-Marcus. 

But, in both classes of cases (§§ II and III), there may 
seem to be one serious objection to this view. It appears 
at first sight extremely improbable that Matthew and 
Luke, even though influenced by the same motive, viz. the 
adaptation of the Marcan narrative for the practical use 
of teachers, should have agreed in the omission of so very 
many phrases and details. But this improbability becomes 
slighter when we observe that this agreement in omission 
is by no means complete and uniform. Our business in 
these two Sections has been to take note of words and 
passages as to which Mark stands alone. But it is to be 
also remembered that there are a good many cases in 
which Luke retains, while Matthew omits, both the ‘con- 
text-supplements’ and the unimportant additional details 
of the Marcan document. There are also some cases in 
which Matthew retains, while Luke omits; but these are 


1 Perhaps too some statements of Mark alone to the effect that the 
explanations of certain sayings, &c., were given to the Apostles subse- 
quently and privately might come under this heading: see Mk iv. 10, 34; 
Vil, £7; 1%. 28, 33 + X. 10: 
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not so many, for, as will be seen (p. 158), Matthew has a 
much stronger tendency than Luke to shorten narratives 
and in this respect to depart from the model of Mark. 

A glance in Rushbrooke’s Sywopticon at the passages 
named in the two lists which follow, will supply some 
proofs of what has just been said, and will show that there 
are differences, as well as agreements, between Matthew 
and Luke, which must be taken into account in forming an 
estimate of what the Gospel of Mark was when they used 
it asa source. Those marked * are of the nature of ‘con- 
text-supplements’; the rest are additional details, some- 
times graphic and lifelike, but never religiously or morally 
important.! 


bist: f... 


Luke follows Mark in retaining, while Matthew omits :— 


*r, Mki. 44; Lk v. 14: ‘for thy cleansing.’ 
*2. Mk ii. 7; Lk v. 21: ‘who can forgive sins, &c.’ (which is in- 
volved in ‘ blasphemeth ’). 
3. Mk iii. 3; Lk vi. 8: the man with the withered hand called 
to ‘stand forth’. 
4. Mk iii. 5; Lk vi. 10: ‘he looked round about on them.’ 
5. Mk iv. 41; Lk viii. 25: ‘ one to another.’ 
6. Mk v. 4; Lk viii. 29: the attempts to bind the demoniac. 
7. Mk v.15; Lk viii. 35: ‘sitting, clothed and in his right mind.’ 
8. Mk v. 30; Lkviii. 45: ‘Jesus... said... Who touched, &c.’ 
g. Mk x. 20; Lk xviii. 21: ‘from my youth.’ 
10. Mk x. 30; Lk xviii. 30: ‘in this time . . . in the world to come.’ 
11. Mk x. 47; Lk xvili. 37: ‘of Nazareth.’ 
*12. Mk x. 48; Lk xviii. 39: ‘the more a great deal.’ 
13. Mk xi. 5,6; Lk xix. 32-4: ‘what do ye, loosing the colt, &c.’ 
14. Mk xiv. 13-15; Lk xxii. ro-12: the man with a pitcher of 
water, &c. 


1 Compare Nestle’s interesting remarks on the evidence supplied by 
textual criticism in support of his view that ‘the Gospel was originally 
narrated in a much more vivacious style’ than that in which most of our 
present authorities present it to us (Textual Criticism of Greek N. T., E. T., 
pp. 192-6). 
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1s. Mk xv. 213 Lk xxiii. 26: ‘from the country.’ 
To which may be added the following taken from the list 
(pp. 139 ff.) of ‘duplicate expressions’ in Mark : 
*16. Mk ii. 20; Lk v. 35: ‘in that day’ (or ‘those days’). 
*14. Mk iv. 39; Lk viii. 24: ‘the wind ceased.’ 
*18. Mk vi. 36; Lk ix. 12: ‘the country round about.’ 


List {1 
Matthew follows Mark in retaining, while Luke omits :— 


1. Mk iii. 33; Mt xii. 48: ‘who is my mother, &c.’ 

2. Mk iv. 1; Mt xiii. 1, 2: ‘by the sea side... he entered into 
a boat and sat.’ 

3. Mk iv. 5; Mt xiii. 5: ‘where it had not much earth, (Cf. 
Lk viii. 6.) . | 

4 Mk v. 23; Mt ix. 18: ‘lay thy hands on her, &c.’ 

*5. Mkv. 28; Mt ix. 21: ‘For she said, If I touch but, &c.’ 


*6. Mk vi. 35; Mt xiv. 15: the lateness of the hour twice 
mentioned. 


*7. Mk x. 26; Mt xix. 25: ‘they were astonished exceedingly 
(this is implied in their question). 
8. Mk x. 27; Mt xix. 26: ‘looking upon them.’ 


Before passing on from the substance to the phraseology 
of Mark, two other kinds of Marcan peculiarities may be 
named, the omission of which seems much more probable 
than their subsequent insertion by an editor :— 


1. The Aramaic’ or Hebrew phrases ‘ Boanerges’ iii. 17 ; 
‘Talitha cumi’ v. 41 ; ‘Corban’ vii. 11; ‘ Ephphatha’ 
vii. 34. ‘Abba’ xiv. 36 is perhaps not a case in point, 
as it seems to have been a ‘liturgical formula’: see 
Lightfoot on Gal iv. 6; also Rom viii. 15. In xv. 22 


(‘Golgotha’) and xv. 34 (‘ Eloi &c.’) there are parallels 
in Matthew but not in Luke. 


! See Schiirer’s Hist. of the Jewish People in the Time of Jesus Christ, 
E, T., II. i. 9 f. on the ‘complete prevalence of Aramaic’, though ‘ Hebrew 
still remained in use as ‘‘ the sacred language ’’.* 
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2. Some unimportant Proper Names,! viz, Alphaeus ii. 
14; Decapolis v. 20; Bartimaeus the son of Timaeus 
x. 46; Alexander and Rufus xv. 21; Salome xv. 40. 
On Boanerges see above, and on Abiathar (ii. 26) 
see p. 122. 


SECTION IV 


RUDE, HARSH, OBSCURE OR UNUSUAL WORDS OR EXPRES- 
SIONS, WHICH MAY THEREFORE HAVE BEEN OMITTED 
OR REPLACED BY OTHERS? 


(2) Various unusual words and constructions. 
Ie 


Mk i. 10 oytfopévovs, a word used nowhere else in N.T. or 
LXX of the opening of the heavens. In Mt iii. 16 and Lk iii. 21 
we have the more usual and suitable jvedx@noar, dvewxOjva, as in 
be tsive tf Ini §i 3 Acts x.,12; Rey xix. 11? 


2. 


Mk i. 16 dydiBaddovras without an accusative. In the parallel 
Mt iv. 18 Bdddovras dpPiBrnortpov, to which the received text in 
Mark has been assimilated: cf. Hab i. 17 dugiBadet 16 duiBrnorpor 
avrou. 

3. 

Mk i. 23 €v mvevpare dxabdpto, where Luke has the ‘ easier phrase’ 
(Swete) éyov mvedpa Saypoviov dxabaprov. So also in Mk v. 2, where 
Matthew has Sacporefouevoc and Luke has éyov dayudma. These are 
the only two places in which év mvevpare is used with reference to 
evil spirits. 

* Dr. A. Wright has discussed the Proper Names in St. Mark very fully 
in Some New Testament Problems, pp. 56 ff. 

* Besides E, A. Abbott in Enc. Brit, x. 802, referred to in my first 
edition, see Dean A. Robinson, Study of the Gospels, p. 46, especially on 
Mark’s ‘190 short relative clauses’; and on his style generally, Jiilicher, 
Introd. to N. T., E. T., pp. 324 f.; and on his Aramaisms which Matthew and 
Luke may have ‘pruned away’, J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 242 (quoting 
Wellhausen), and Allen in Expository Times, xiii. 328 f.; also Maclean in 
Dict. of Christ and the Gospels, ii. 129 ff. 


* See Abbott’s remarks, From Letter to Spirit, § 642, on ‘the special force 
about Mark’ here. 
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4 
Mk i. 34 and xi. 16 #puev, an unusual and irregular form: see 
Winer, § xiv. 3 (4). 
Bi 
Mk i. 38 kwpomddres : here only in N. T. and not in LXX. 
6. 
Mk ii. 4, 9, 11, 123 vi. 55 xpdBarros,! replaced in Matthew and 
Luke by «diy or kAwidiov, but also used John 4, Acts 2. 
7 
Mk ii. 16 6r1= ‘why’; also in ix. 11, 28. See pp. 13 and 35. 
8. 


Mk ii. 21° éemtpamre, a verb-found nowhere else in Greek: 
replaced in Matthew and Luke by émadde. 


9. 
Mk v. 23; vil. 25 @vydrpiov: here only in N. T. and noi in LXX.$ 
IO. 
Mk v. 23 éoyadras exer. 
II-I4. 


Mk vi. 27 omexovAdrop, a Latin word peculiar to Mark, as also is 
Kevtupiov XV. 39, 44, 45: See also eorns— sextarius ’ in vii. 4 (used 
also in Jos. Av/. viii, 2.9). The phrase in xv. 15, 16 ixavév roujoar= 
‘satisfacere,’ may also be added. But against these exclusively 
Marcan Latinisms is to be set xovorwdia found only in Mt xxvii. 
65, 66; xxviii. 11. See Swete’s Comm., p. xliii f., against laying too 
great stress on the occurrence of such words. 


15-173 
Mk vi. 39 ovprdova ovprécia, and 40 mpaotat mpaciai, Hebraistic 
expressions :° see also dv0 dt0 Mk vi. 7 (the reading dra dv0 dvo in 
Lk x. 1 is doubtful). 


1 This word is condemned by Phrynichus : see Thayer’s Lex., s.v. 

2 On Mark’s use of mAjpwpa in this verse see Robinson’s Ephesians, 
p. 256. 

3 Mark is thought to have a ‘predilection for diminutives’ (Hastings 
D. B., iii. 251) ; but all the other six of the seven used by him have parallel 
in Matthew or in John. 

* This expression is condemned by Phrynichus: see Thayer’s Lex., s. v. 

> See however J. H. Moulton, Gram., i. 97. 
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18. 
Mk viii. 12 «i? d0@joera, a Hebraism found here only in N.T., 
except in the citations of Ps. xciv, (xcv.) 11 in Heb iii, 11; iv. 3, 5. 


1g. 
Mk ix. 1 eloiv rwes &de tv éornkdroy: an awkward arrangement 
of words, which Matthew and Luke avoid by placing their respective 
adverbs (48 and avrod) after ray, 


20. 

Mk xi. 14 pyxert ... pndeis xapriv gddyo. The use of the 

optative had become rare in the Greek of N. T. times (J. H. Moulton, 

Gram., i. 179, 197). Besides which it might here seem more like 

a wish for, and imprecation of, evil than the od pnxér: é« cod xapmos 
yéevnrat Of Mt xxi. 19, which has more of a future sense. 


21. 
Mk xi. 19 érav éWé éyévero. On the indicative after éray, see pp. 13 
and 35. 
22. 
Mk xii. 4 exeadiwoay or éxehadaiwcavy, Of these forms the first 
is not found elsewhere, and the second has a different meaning. 
See Wright’s note, S#. Luke, p. 171. 


23. 

Mk xiii. 11 pa) mpopepipvare, a verb not found elsewhere in N. T., 

LXX, or Classical writers : instead of it we find py peprnonre in 
Mt x. 19, Lk xii. 11, and pa mpopuederav in Lk xxi. 14, 


24. 
Mk xiii. 16 6 eis tov dypdv. Though this is explicable (Swete 2 
loc.; Blass, Gram., p. 122), the preposition év as used in Mt xxiv. 18 
and Lk xvii. 31 is much more simple and obvious (so also in Mt 
xxiv. 40). Similarly we have the contrast between another con- 
structio praegnans in Mk xiii. 9 «is cvvaywyas Sapnoeobe and Matthew’s 
€v Tals guy. altav paotrywoovew tas (x. 17). 
25- 
Mk xiii. 19 €covra yap ai jpépae éxeivar OdtYis, an unusual expres- 
sion, avoided in Mt xxiv. 21; Lk xxi. 23. 


1 It is least rare in the Lucan books and in the Epistles ; see p. 53. 
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26, 

Mk xiii. 19 ofa... rovavrn ‘is perhaps unique’ (Swete 2 /oc.). 
Tovadrn does not occur in the parallel Mt xxiv. 21, nor in Dan xii. 1 
(either LXX or Theod.) which is here being referred to. See, how- 
ever, Gen xli, 19; and compare gris rovattn in Ex ix. 24 and xi, 6. 
Somewhat similar is Mark’s ofa. . , otras in the best texts of ix. 3. 


27. 

Mk xiv. 3 évTos avTOD .. + KATAKELMEVOU | a rather awkward con- 
currence of two genitives absolute in thé same sentence, which 
Matthew avoids by re-arrangement (xxvi. 6, 7). 


28. 

Mk xiv. 19 «is xaé’ eis: the exact phrase is only found here and in 
the Pericope de Adultera (Jn viii.g). See Deissmann, Bible Studies, 
Be op, 338: 

29. 

Mk xiv, 31 ékxmepuooas is found nowhere else in Greek (imeper- 

mepiaoa@s perhaps in 1 Thes v. 13). 


30. 
Mk xiv. 41 dnéxyec: for this impersonal use of the verb only a 
single parallel (from Ps.-Anacreon) is quoted. 


2%, 
Mk xiv. 44 ovconuoy (for which Mt xxvi. 48 has onueiov): here 
only in N. T., but LXX 5 and not very rare elsewhere.’ | 


52, 
Mk xiv. 68 mpoatdcov: here only in N.T. and not in LXX. Its 
place is supplied by mvAwy in Mt xxvi. 71, and Luke has no parallel. 


33- 
Mk xiv. 72 émaddv: a strange and obscure word as used here.” 


Besides the very unusual words which form the greater 


1 Another expression condemned by Phrynichus: see Thayer’s Lex., s.v. 
He also condemns famoypa used in verse 65 (see Abbott, Corrections of Mark, 
§ 492). 

2 See Field’s Notes on Transl. of N. T. in loc. 


§ iv St. Mark’s Gospel 135 


part of the preceding list, it will be seen in the Appendix 
on ‘The Synoptists and the Septuagint’ (p. 198) that the 
list of words peculiar to Mark is on the whole much less 
accordant with the LXX than the list of words peculiar to 
Matthew and Luke, the latter being the most accordant of 
the three. But the LXX may be taken as representing to 
us the standard of ordinary Hellenistic (or Kown) Greek, as 
applied to religious subjects. It thus appears that there was 
a certain unusualness in Mark’s vocabulary which would 
render it probable a frzorz that those who used his memoirs 
would, intentionally or unconsciously or both, modify the 
language of them by substituting more familiar or more 
conventionally sacred expressions. 

The relative numbers of Classical and non-Classical 
words in the Synoptic Gospels, as shown in the same 
Appendix (p. 207), also point, though less decidedly, to 
unusualness as a characteristic of the language of Mark. 


(2) Instances of anacoluthon, or broken or incomplete 
construction, in Mark, which are altered or avoided in 
Matthew or Luke or both. 

These are placed together in this sub-section for comparison with 
one another, as being particularly characteristic of Mark. 


I. 
Mk iii. 16 f. emoinoev rods dadexa (kai énéOnkev dvopa TH Sipwve) Térpor, 
6 
kai “IdxkwBov Kd, 


2. 
. a oa ~ 
Mk iv. 31 fi. @sxdkcm ... ds drav omaph . . . puxpdérepor dv mdvT@V ... 
kat Gtav omapy. 
3° 


Mk v. 23 A€yor Gre... . €oxdras exer, va EMO@v emOjs. The sen- 
tence is altered in the Western text of Mark, as well as in Matthew 
and Luke. 


Mk vi. 8f. va pndev aipwow..., adda trodedeuevous .. . , Kal py 


evdicacOat .<. 


136 Statistics and Observations — Pt. UL A 


5. 


Mk xi. 32 adda civaper .. . epoBovvro tov bxXov. 


6, 


Mk xii. 19 Movojs ¢ypawev ipiv ore dy twos. . . va AaGBy. 


| i 

Mk xii, 38-40... rav OeAévrwv év otodais mwepimateiv Kal domacpovs 
kth. of karéabovres tas olkias. . . . No doubt 6eddvray might govern 
the noun domacpots (as in Lk v. 39; 2 Cor xi. 12) as well as the 
verb mepinareiv, but the sentence has thus a rather strange sound 
which Luke’s insertion of qdiAotvray removes. But of xaréaOovres 
following the genitive rév ed. is certainly an anacoluthon, which 
Luke avoids by the relative pronoun and verb of kateoOiovew. 


8. 

Mk xiii. I4 Bderuypa ths épnudcews éotnxdra (Mt xxiv. 15 éords): 
apparently a constructio ad ‘sensum, with which may be compared 
Mk ix. 20 ia airév ro mvedpa. (The same thought as in 2 Thes 
ii, 3 ff. may have been in the writer’s mind.) 


Q. 
Mk xiv. 49 add’ va rAnpwbdow ai -ypadai, where Matthew supplies 
the ellipsis by prefixing rodro dé édov yéyovey instead of dAda. 
With these may be placed three other instances of imperfect con- 
struction, which do not amount to anacoluthon, but which also 
disappear in Matthew and Luke :— 


10, 
Mk iii. 8; the repetition of mAjOos modd after mod mAnOos in 
verse 7. 
aa. 
_ Mk iv. 8 e@s tpidxovra kai ev éEnkovra kai ev éxardv: So WH, but the 
reading is very doubtful. 
12. 
Mk vii. 19 xaOapif{wv mdavra ra Bpopara, where the nearest verb to 
which the participle can be attached is Aéyee at the beginning of 
verse 18. 
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12. 

Mk x, 29, 30 ovdeis eorw ds Wis . . + eav py AdBn, where Luke has 
in the second clause ds odxi py AdBy (xviii. 30), and Matthew alters 
the saying to mas doris apijcev . . . Anperar. 

There are also in Mk iv. 26; vii. 2-53; xiii. 34 three 
broken constructions more or less characteristic of Mark, but 
there happen to be no parallel passages in which we can see 
how Matthew or Luke dealt with them (with the last of 
_ them, however, cf. Mt xxv. 14). 


(c) Cases of ‘asyndeton’, or want of connexion. 

As the word ‘harsh’ was used in the heading of this 
section, attention may here be called to an abruptness of 
construction, which may well be called harsh, in the reports 
of certain sayings in Mark, as contrasted with the reports 
in Matthew and Luke. This arises from his use of ‘ asyn- 
deton’, i.e. from the absence of conjunctions or other con- 
necting words, An examination of the chief instances! of 
this difference will, I think, make it appear highly probable 
that the smoother and more connected forms of the sentences 
in Matthew and Luke were altered from the more rough 
and crude forms in Mark, and not vice versa. Compare 
Mk i. 27 with Lk iv. 36 67. ;—Mk ii. 21 with Mt ix. 16 4¢, 
and cf. also Lk v. 36 ;—Mk iii. 35 with Mt xii. 50 yap ;— 
Mk v. 39 with Mt ix. 24 and Lk viii. 52 yao ;—Mk viii. 15 
with Mt xvi. 6 xaf(;—Mk x. 14 with Mt xix. 14 and Lk 
‘Xvili, 16 kaf;—Mk x. 25 with Lk xviii. 25 yap, and cf. also 
Mt xix. 24;—Mk xii. 9 with Mt xxi. 40 and Lk xx. 150 
obv s—Mk xii. 17 with Mt xxii. 21 oty.and Lk xx, 25 rolvuv; 
—Mk xii. 20 with Mt xxii. 25 5€ and Lk xx. 29 oty;—Mk 
xii. 23 with Mt xxii. 28 and Lk xx. 33 ody ;—Mk 
xii. 27 with Lk xx. 38 5€2;—Mk xii. 36 with Lk xx. 42 
yap ;—Mk xii 37 with Mt xxii. 45 and Lk xx. 44 ody ;— 
Mk xiii. 6 with Mt xxiv. 5 and Lk xxi. 8 ydp ;—Mk xiii. 7 


1 T owed some of them to Mr. (now Archdeacon) Allen. 
2 Here Matthew agrees with Mark, so the contrast is only with Luke. 
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with Mt xxiv. 6 and Lk xxi. 9 ydp;—Mk xiii. 86 with Mt 
xxiv. 7 kal, caland Lk xxi. 11 Te, cal, cal ;—Mk xiii 8 c} 
with Mt xxiv. 8 6€;—Mk xiii. 9 with Mt x. 17 ydp ;—Mk 
xiii. 34 with Mt xxv. 14 yap ;—Mk xiv. 6 with Mt xxvi. 10 
yap;—Mk xvi. 6 with Mt xxviii. 6 ydp [and Lk xxiv.6 d\Aa].? 

Mk xiv. 8 and 41 are perhaps also worth considering 
with their parallels; and Mk iv. 28 and xiii. 33, to which 
there are no parallels, but which illustrate this feature 
of the Marcan style. 

Only those cases of asyndeton which occur in the sayings 
of Jesus or of others have been referred to. - For;although 
Mark has several similar cases in his zarrative (see viii. 19, 
295; ix. 24,38; x.27, 28,29; xii. 24; 29, 32 (?); xiv. 3, 19), 
they cannot be treated as characteristic of him, since they 
are largely outnumbered by the cases in which Matthew, 
by a usage almost confined to himself and the Fourth 
Evangelist, begins a sentence of his narrative with the 
historic present A€yer or A€yovowv, and without the employ- 
ment of any conjunction (see Mt vili. 7; ix. 2803; xiii. 51; 
KVL 153. Xvil..25 ¢ xvill, 294 xi 7,8; 10; 48, 20 fee ee 
220, 23, 333 xxi. 31 Ots;,43,; 4%; ¥Xill- 21, 48, 4950 
35,64; xxvii. 22 d7s; also, in a parable, xx. 7 dzs).3 But 
numerous though these instances of asyndeton in narrative 
are, they do not convey the impression of abruptness which 
is given by Mark in discourses. 

In Luke the decidedly asyndetic constructions are very 
few; see, however, xiv. 27; xvii. 32, 33; XXi. 13 in dis- 
courses ; vil. 42; xix. 22 in parables ; vii. 43 in the narrative. 


1 Tisch places in verse 9 the words dpxi) wdivwy radra which are here 
referred to. . 

2 Against these is to be set Mt xx. 26 without a conjunction, while Mk x 
43 and Lk xxii. 26 have 6€. 

’ Similarly éjy is used without a conjunction in Mt iv. 7; xix. 21 (WH 
mg Aé€yer) ; XXVi. 343 XXvii. 65 (?) ; also in a parable xxv. 21, 23. 
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DUPLICATE EXPRESSIONS IN MARK, OF WHICH ONE OR 
BOTH OF THE OTHER SYNOPTISTS USE ONE PART, 
OR ITS: EQUIVALENT. 


MARK. 

i. 32 dias dé yevopevns 
dre €Ovaev 6 Atos 

i. 42 anndOev am’ adrov 
¢ 4 4 > 
9) Aempa kal eéxabe- 

, 

pioOn . 

*ii, 20 réTe vnoTevoou- 
ow ep €xeivyn TH Hepa 

ii. 25 xpeiay €oxev xal 
erreivacev 

ili. 26 od Ovvara orjvat, 
GAA Tédos ExeEL 


tiv. 5 TO merpa@des drrov 
[kal] ovK elyey yny 
TodAny 
*iv. 21 tmd tov pdds.oy 
ee ae \ , 
+ 6%) UmO THY KALYNY 


*iv. 39 exdmacev 6 dive- 
pos kal €yévero yahnvn 
peyadn 

tiv. 40 ri decdoi €ore,; 
oUrw €xeTe TioTLy,; 

V..15 Tov datpom(dpuevor, 
.+. TOV exxnKdra Toy 
Aeytova 

v. 19 els Tov oikdy oov 
mpos Tovs Tous 

V. 19 doa 6 Kupids cot 
Temroinkey Kal nr€enoev 
oe 

V. 23 wa... emOys ras 
xelpas ai’tH iva cwby 
kat (non 





MATTHEW. 
Vill. 16 dyias b€ yevo- 
pevns 
Vill, 3 €xadepioOn avtod 
7 A€mpa 


. , : , 
1X. 15 Tore ynoTevoovoty 
Xll, 3 émeivacey 


xii. 26 mds ody oraby- 
aera 7) Baoweia av- 
TOU; 

Xill. 5 Ta merpadn Oro 

> > a / 
OUK €LxEV yy TOAAnY 


V. 15 vmd rov pddtoy 


Vill. 26 éyevero yadnyn 
peyady 


Vili. 29 ri Setdol ore, 
dduydmoro,y 


ix. 18 émides rv yxetpa 

3 /> oe 4 \ U 

gov em avutTnv kal ¢7- 
oeTat 





LUKE, 
iv. 40 Svvovros dé tod 
HAtov 
v. 13 7 A€mpa anndOev 
am’ avrou 


, 
V. 35 Tore vnorevoovow 
> U cal 
ev ekelvats Tais Hépais 
Vi. 3 émeivacev 


xi. 18 mas orabjoerat 1) 
BaotXela avrod ; 


Vili. 6 rHv wérpapy 


Viil. 16. . . oxevet ) drr0- 
Katw kXivns, also xi. 
°. , 
33 «ls KpvmTnV... 
> q £ A A , 
ovde td Tov pddioy 
Vill. 24 é€mavoavro kat 
eyéveto yadnyn 


Vill, 25 mov 7 miotes 
DMO , 
viii. 35 Tov dvOpwrov 


ap ov -ra Satpdéna 
€ End bev 


Vili, 39 «ls Tov oikdy oov 


Vill. 39 60a vot erroinoey 
i? , 
6 beds 
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MARK. 

V. 33 poBnOeioa kai tpé- 
povara 

v. 39! 11 OopuBeiabe Kal 
k\alere; 

Vi. 4... Kal ev Tots ovy- 
yevevoty avTov Kai €v 
TH olkia avTov 

*vi, 36 els rovs Kukd\@ 
dypovs Kal K®pas 

Vil. 15 €£wOev... eiomo- 
pevdpevoy 

Vil. 21 €owOev .. . ex THs 
KapOias 

Vili, 17 oUmw voeire ovde 
ouviete 

ix. 2 kar idiav povous 

X. 22 orvyvdoas ... dv- 
Toupevos 

X. 29 €vexey é€pov kal 


” 2 , ‘ 
[evexev]| rov evayyeAiou 


rs a > rs a 
X. 30 vuv €v TH Kalp@ 
TOUT@ . 

X. 38 meiy TO moTnpLoy 

a A , 
.++2) 70 Bantiopa... 
Barrie Onvat 
Xl. 2 evOds eloropevd- 
pevot 
xii, 
kivoov Kaiaapt f) ov ; 


14 é&eorv Soivar 


Sapev fp py Sdpev 2 

Xli. 44 mdvra 6a elyev 
. . « Odov roy Bioy 
auTns 

Txiii. 28 daadds yévnra 
kal exun ra pudAda 

Txill. 29 eyyvs eoruv et 
Ovpas 

*xiv. I rd Idoxa kal ra 
atupa § 


Statistics 





MATTHEW. 


ore > ”~ 
RU BT.) pc REY RY 
oikia avrov 


~ ’ A , 
XIV, 15 €ls Tus Kwpas 
XV. II eloepxdpevov 
> a , 
XV. 19 ek THs Kapdias 
XVi. Q oUm@ voeiTe... 


xvii. I kar’ idiay 
xix. 22 Avmovpevos 


xix. 29 €vekey Tov €pov 
dvéuaros 


XX. 22 mlety TO moTNpLov 


Xxi, 2 evOuUs 


xxii. 17 €Eeorw Sodva 
a ’ ee a 
Kknvooy Katwapt 7 ov ; 


[Wanting here] 


XXiv. 32 yevnrat dads 
kal ra MvAda expiry 
M4 > A b] | ae 

XXIV. 33 €yyus €oTLY ETL 
Ovpas 

XXvi. 2 7d IIdoya 


1 See also the preceding verse. 
? If with Tisch we were to retain in Mk xii. 23 é7rav dvacr@ow after év 
Th) dvyacrdge, it would supply the next case : but see WH, Nozes, p. 26. 


* Da omit xat rad d¢uya: see Allen on Mt xxvi. 2. 
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LUKE. 


Vili. 47 Tpéuovea 


Vili, 52 pul) KAaiere 


ix. 12 els ras KUKA® K@- 
pas Kal aypous 


[Wanting here] 
[Wanting here] 
[Wanting here] 


XViii. 23 mepiduros ~ 


XViii. 29 elvexey THs Ba- 
atdelas Tov Oeov 

XVliil, 30 €v TO KaLp@ 
TOUT@ 

{Luke wanting here, 
but cf. xii. 50] 


XIX, 30 eloropevdpevot 
XX, 22 €Leoriv nuas Kai- 
, hed a 

capt dpov dovva 7 
ov ; 

xxi. 4 wdvra Tov Biov ov 
elyev 

XX1. 30 mpoBdadoow 


* > ‘ > 
XXl. 31 €yyus eat 


Xxli. I ) €opry Tav agu- 
pov 17 Aeyopnevn Ilda xa 


§v 


MARK. 
xiv. 6 dere attny’ ti 
avTy Kdmous mapéexeTe, 


Xiv. 15 éorpwpevor eror- 
pov 
. , , A 
X1V. 30 OnMEpov TaUTY TH 
vukti 
xiv. 43! evOvs ém avrod 
Aadovvros 
xiv. 61 é€otw@ma Kal ovK 
> , > , 
amekpivato ovdev 
xiv. 68 ovre oida ovre 
’ , ‘ , , 
exiotapat ov Ti heyers 
XV. 21 mapdyovta... 
€pxopevov an’ aypod 
?xvi. 2 Alay mpwl... 
> ~ ¢ , 
avareiNaytos Tov HAiov 
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MATTHEW. 


XXVi. IO Ti Kdmous Trape- 
XETE TH ‘yuvatki , 


[Wanting here] 


XXVl. 34 €v TavTn TH 
vukri 

XXVl. 47 é€rt avrov da- 
Aovvros 
M > , 

XXVi. 63 éotwora 


Xxvi. 70 ovk oida Ti E- 
yets 


XXVill. I TH émipo- 


, 
oKovon eis . 


* In these cases Luke also has two phrases, 
between Mark and Matthew. 

t In these cases Matthew also has two phrases, so the contrast is 
only between Mark and Luke. 





I4I 


LUKE. 


[Luke wanting. But 
cf. Jn xii. 7 aes 
avrny | 

xxli. 12 éotpopévov 


XXll. 34 onpepov 
Xxli. 47 €rt avtovd da- 
Aovvros 
[Wanting here] 
Xxli. 57 ovK oi0a aitdy 
xxiii. 26 épydpevoy ar 


aypov 
XXIV. I 6pOpov Babéws 


so the contrast is only 


The following places, with their parallels, are also worth 


notice, though in these cases it may be said that something 
is added by each part of Mark’s duplicate expression, so 
that one part does not merely repeat the other :—Mk i. 
Toe til, 5 80%. Win. 30% Vili. EL $ PE. 12,355 xe: 26; 46.5 xiv. 
7, 44.5 RV. 3%, 42. 

And the following passages supply some other instances 
of Mark’s pleonastic way of writing ?:—Mk i. 28, 35, 38, 45; 
We, Bs Vv. 5, 265 vi, 253 Vil. 39% vill. 28; xv. 26.3 | 

It may perhaps be mentioned as a sign of Mark’s 


1 Perhaps, however, the idov in Matthew and Mark may be taken as an 
equivalent to ev@vs, which (or ed0éws) is the LXX rendering of 37 in three 
out of the five cases in which the Hebrew can be compared. 

2 It is only meant that this pleonastic way of writing is especially and 
predominantly Marcan, not that it is exclusively so: see Lk v. 26; ix. 45; 
xi. 36; xviii. 34; and especially viii. 25, where Luke has the duplicate ex- 
pression as compared with Mk iv. 41; Mt viii. 27. 

5 ’Ex matdiddev (Mk ix. 21 only) and dod paxpddey (p. 12) may be here 
noted as grammatically pleonastic expressions. 
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fondness for ‘duality’ that he uses the double negative 
much more frequently than the other Synoptists, the 
numbers in the historical books being Mt 3, Mk 17, Lk 8, 
Acts 5, Jn17. But no great stress can be ijaid on the use 
of a construction so common in Greek generally. (For 
overt With another negative, see above, p. 13.) Perhaps too 
Mark’s fondness for the use of a compound verb followed 
by the same preposition! may come under this heading. 

This section has an important bearing on a point which 
was much discussed before the priority of Mark to 
Matthew and Luke had obtained its present, general 
acceptance. It used to be thought that in such passages 
as i. 32, 42; xiv. 30 (see above) Mark had put together 
phrases from Matthew and Luke. But after looking 
through all these instances of Mark’s habitual manner 
of duplicate expression, it will appear far more probable? 
that he had here used two phrases in his customary way, 
and that in these cases Matthew happened to adopt one 
of them and Luke the other, whereas in some other cases, 
e.g. Mk ii. 25; xiv. 43 (see above), they both happened to 
adopt the same one.? 


1 For instances of this see Allen’s St. Matthew, pp. xxv f. 

2 So Plummer, Jutern, Crit, Comm. on Lk iv. 40, agreeing with E, A. Abbott. 

3’ How natural and obvious a course it would be for any writer to choose 
one or other of Mark’s similar phrases, instead of retaining both of them, 
is illustrated by an interesting fact to which Prof. K. Lake called my attention, 
when the above list of parallels was first published. It appears that in at 
least six of the places there referred to the Sinaitic-Syriac text of Mark 
gives only one part of his duplicate expression, viz. in Mk i, 32, 42; vi. 36; 
vii. 21; x. 30; xiv. 43. See also xii. 14 (in xii. 44 the Syrsin text seems to 
be imperfect), Cf. Lake’s Text of the N. T., p. 38. 
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SECTION VI 
THE HISTORIC PRESENT IN MARK 


It will be seen in the following lists that the ‘historic 
present’ is very frequent in Mark’s narrative, compara- 
tively rare in Matthew’s, and extremely rare in Luke’s. This 
usage accounts for the numerous occurrences in Mark of 
A€ye instead of eizev (since eizety has no present in use), 
which constitute a large proportion of the cases in which 
Matthew and Luke agree against Mark.! 

Now if (as we see was probably the case in other 
matters) Matthew and Luke made this change of phraseo- 
logy from Mark, they were only preferring a more usual to 
a less usual mode of expression. For it appears from the 
LXX that the employment of the historic present had been 
up to this time by no means common with the writers of 
sacred story in the Ko. or Hellenistic Greek; if, for 
instance, we take the verbs which Mark most frequently uses 
in this way, viz. A€ye, A€yovow, and épxerar, épyovra, it will 
be found that they are thus used in this one short Gospel 
considerably more often than in the whole of the historical 
books of the Old Testament. And, if we take all verbs 
into account, we find that Mark is nearly approached in this 
usage by only one of the various translators whose hands 
can be traced in the LXX—namely the renderer of 
1 Kingdoms (=1 Samuel) into Greek.” 

In John the historic present is found 162 times (besides 
two cases preserved by Tisch in xi. 29). But when we 
remember the respective lengths of the two Gospels (Mark 
occupying about 41 and John about 53 pages in WH’s Greek 
Test.), it appears that Mark uses it more freely than John. 
This however would be mainly accounted for by his propor- 


1 See Appendix B to Part III, p. 208. 
? On the use of the Historic Present in LXX, see Additional Note, p. 213. 
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tion of narrative to discourse being so much higher than 
John’s: there are comparatively few cases in Jn v-x and 
xiv—xvii, and none at all in chapters ix, x, xv, xvii. 

The usage is frequent in Josephus. And Dr. J. H. 
Moulton says that it is common in the papyri.? 

In several cases the historic present gives to this Gospel 
something of the vividness produced in the parallel places 
of Matthew and Luke by the use of idov, which is never 
employed by Mark (or by John) zz xarrative, but by Matthew 
33 times and by Luke 16 times. 


List of 151 Historic Presents in MARK? 
Parallel word (if any) Parallel word (tf any) 


Mark. in Matthew. in Luke. 
i. 12 exBaddee iv. 1 dvnxOn iv. I #yero. 
21 eiomopevovrar Nee 31 xatn\bev 
30 A€yovow és 38 npernoay 
37 AEeyovat “ 
38 A€yee 7 43 eimrev 
40 €pyerat Vili. 2 Sod... mpooed- V. 12 eyévero . . . Kal 
dav idov 
4I éyet 3 A€yov 13 Aéeyor 
44 Véyet . 4 héyer* 14 mapnyyedev 
ii. 3 €pxovrat épovres ix. 2 idov mpoaepepor 18 kai (dod . . . he- 
povres 
4 Xad@ou er 19 kaOnKav 
5 Neyer 2 eimev 20 eimev 
8 Neyer 4 €lrrey 22 eimev 
10 Neyer 6 héyer* 24 elev 
14 Aéyet 9 Aeyer* 27 elmev 
15 yiverac 10 éyévero 
17 déyet ‘12 elev | 31 eimev 
18 €pxovrat 14 mpooépxovra™ ey 
yy A€yovoty yy A€yovres "33 etrav 
25 héyer xii. 3 elev vi. 3 eimrev 
ili, 3 A€yer | wre 8 cimrev 
4 révyet Il elmev Q elmev 


! On John see Abbott, Joh. Gram., § 2482. 
2 Gram. of N. T. Greek, i. 121. 
’ In these lists, as elsewhere, WH’s text is taken as the standard. 
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Parallel word (if any) 
in Matthew, 


xii. 13 Aéyer* 


§ v1 
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Parallel word (if any) 
in Luke. 


Mark. 
5 Aeyes 


vi. 10 etrev 
12 eyevero... e&eh- 


lil. 


31 Epxovrat 46 idov Vill. 19 mapeyevero 
32 A€yovary [47 etrev] 20 amnyyéAn 
33 eyes 48 eine oes 
34 Aé€yee AQ cimev 21 eimev 

iv. I ouvdyerat xiii. 2 cuvnyOnoav 4 cumdvros 
13 Aeyer sed ia 
35 Neyer Vill. 18 éxéXevoerv 22 eimev 


AI éyet ay 
vi. I &pxerat Xlil. 54 €AOav ? iv. 16 AAOev 
yy GkoAovGot ov 
7 mpookaneirat Xx. I mpookadeca- ix. I ovvkadeoaperos 
pevos 
30 ouvayovrat 10 troorpépavres 
31 heyet ES oes 
37 A€youow xiv. 17 Aéyovow * 13 ¢imapy 
38 Aéyet 


13 avaBaiver 


9» Mpookadeirat 
19 €pxerat 
20 ouvépxerat 


36 mapadapBdvovoew 


37 yivera 
38 éyelpovow 
»» A€yovow 


7 kpagas ... Acyet 29 €xpagay éyov- 28 avaxpdgas .. . 
TES elev 

9 A€éyet ays 30 eimev 

15 €pxovrat 34 €€ndOev 35 nddav 

»» Oewpovouy ive 5» €Upay 

19 deyee eva 38 A€yor 

22 €pxerar... kal ix. 18 id0d...mpooehOwav 41 idod ArOev 

yy WEL 5) TpooeKvvet 59 TETOY 


23 mapakadei 
35 €pxovrat 


24 éyevero 
25 iyeupav 
y) A€yovres 


bei 


13 mpocehaorvncer 


23 KkaréBn 
24 Ounye:pav 
yy) A€yorres 


edd 
yy TapeKahet 


49 E€pxerat t 


36 Neyer ad 50 amekpiOn 
38 epxovra 23 <Adov 51 ehOav 

»» Gewpet » lov 

39 ever yy EAeyev 52 etrrev 


40 trapadapBavet 


> , 
») €LOTFOpEVETAL 


HAWKINS 


25 eiceN wv 


L 


51 ovkadnkey.. . 


ei py 


54 ehavncev Aeyor 
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Mark, 
vi. 38 A€yovow 
45 dmodvee (?) 
48 epxerat 
50 Aeyet 
Vii. I ouvayovrat 
5 émepwraow 
18 Neyer 
28 éyet 


32 pépovory 


») Tapakadovow 
34 Neyer 
viii. I Aéeyet 
6 mapayyedret 
12 Never 
17 Eye 
19 heyovo.y 
20 héyouow 
22 €pxovrat 
3» Pepovoty 
yy) Tapakadovou 
29 Aéyet 
33 Aéyeu 
2 mapadapBaver 
», avaéper 
5 Neyer 
19 eye 
35 Neyer 


I €pxerat 


ix. 


Xs 
5) TUPTOpEvoyTat 
Il Aeyee 
23 Neyer 
24 Névyer 
27 déyer 
35 mpoomopevovrat 
42 Aeéyer : 
46 €pxovra 


49 havovor 
> / 
I eyyifovow 
5) GmooreANet 


xi. 


2 Neyer 
4 Avovewv 


Parallel word (if any) 
in Matthew. 


Xiv. 22 dmodvon 

25 7AOev 

27 €edkddnoev... 
I mpooépxovrat 
» A€yovres 

16 elev 

27 elev 


XV. 
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Parallel word (if any) 


héyov 
* 


? 30 mpoondOov. . . 


» 
€XOVTES 


32 elev 
35 mapayyetAas 
Xvi. 2 elev 


8 eimev 


16 eimev 
23 elev 
XVii. I mapadapBaver 
»» avaéepe * 
4 elev 
17 elev 


I 7AGev 
2 nxodovOna av 


xix. 


23 elirev 


26 eimev 
XX. 20 mpoondOev 


25 elmev 


I #yyeoav 
> 4 
99 Gmeorethev 


XXi. 


2 Aeyov 


in Luke. 





~~ 


In Luke's ‘ great omission’ of Mk vi. 45-viii. 26 





‘se 


ix. 20 eirrep 


* 


XViil. 


? XXil. 
29 ékmopevopevey xviii. 


xix. 


28 mapadkaBav 
a: 

5, aveBn 

33 elrrev 

4!I €imrev 


24 elrrev 


27 elrep 
eee 
25 elrrey 
35 eyévero... ev 
TO evyyicew 


29 Iyyioev 

yy) ameoretnev 
30 Aeyou 

33 Avdvrev 


§ vI 


Mark. 

7 pépovow 

5) €71BadXovo ww 
15 épxovrau 
21 Neyer 
22 Eyer 
27 Epxovrat 

yy Epxovrat 


33 A€yovowy 
yy A€yet 


Xi. 


xii. 13 dmooreAXovow 


14 A€éyovoww 
16 dévyet 
18 €pxovrat 
xiii. I Ayer 
xiv. 12 Aéyovow 


13 dmooreAXeu 
5» A€yet 

17 €pxerat 

27 heyet 

30 Aéyer 


32 Epxovrat 


5» A€yer 
33 mapadapBaver 
34 AEyer 
37 €pxerat 
yy» €UploKee 
yy A€yet 
41 epxerat 
yy A€yet 
43 mapayiverat 


45 Neyer 
51 Kparovow 
53 ouvepxovrat 
61 Aéyet 
63 Neyer 
66 €pxerat 
67 Néyet 
XV. 2 eye 
16 cuvkadovow 


St. Mark's Gospel 


Parallel word (1f any) 


XX1. 


XXil. 


XXIV. 


XXVI. 


XXVIi. 


in Matthew, 
7 Wyayov 
»» ee Onkay 
20 Aeyortes 
21 etmepy 
23 mpoond\Oar 
27 cima 
» €hy 
16 amoorédAovow 
») Aéyovras 
20 héyer * 
23 mpoondGov 
I mpoondOor... 
emidetEat 
17 mpoondOor ... 


* 


héyovtes 


18 etre 

20 dvéxe.to 

31 Neyer * 
34 €hn 

36 €pxera * 


yy A€yer * 

37 mapadaBov 

38 Never * 

40 €pxerat * 

5» €vpioker * 

95 Neyer * 

45 €pxera * 

» Aéyet * 

47 idov . . . HA- 
bev 

49 etrev 

57 ovvnxOnoav 

63 «imev 

65 Aéyov 

69 mpoondOev 

»» A€youra 

Il én 

27 ovvyyayov 
L2 


14] 


Parallel word (if any) 


in Luke. 


xix. 35 #yayov 


XX, 


XXi. 


Xxil. 


> 
5) emupiwavres 


I énéotnoav 
7 amexpiOnoay 
8 eimey 
20 améoretday 
21 Aéyovres 
27 mpooedOdvres 
5 Neyovtay 


9 etrav 


8 ameoreev 

> 

10 eizrev 

14 averevev 
eee 
3 

34 elrev 

40 yevomevos. .. 

ent 

3 

yy) €lmrev 


eee 


45 €Oov 
5) €Upey 
46 etrrev 


47 idovd 


yloev 


. Hy 


66 Néyortes 
71 elrray 


56 etmrev 


xxiii, 3 en 
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XV. 
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Mark. 
17 evdidvaKover 
yy» TWepiTiOéaowy 
20 e&ayouow 
21 ayyapevovow 
22 pépovow 
24 oTavpovoty 
yy» StapepiCovrat 


Parallel word (if any) 


XXVil. 


in Matthew. 

28 mepéOnkay 

29 éméOnkay 

31 amnyayov 

32 nyydpevoay 
33 eAOdvres 

35 cravpocartes 
5, Otepepioayro 


Pt. IIL A 


Parallel word (of any) 


in Luke. 


? xxiii. LI meptBadov 


26 dmiyyayov 
y» eme€Onkay 
33 7A0av 


> 4 
3) €OTAVP@C AY 


34 StapepiCopevor 


27 oTavpovow 38 wravpovvra * 32 WyovTo . ss. 
dvaipeOnvat 
Xvi, 2 €pxovrat XXVili, 1 HABE xxiv. I #\@av 
4 Jewpodouy io 3 evpov 
6 Aeyee 5 elmrev 5 eimay 


* In these 21 cases only does Matthew agree with Mark in using 
the historic present (no less than 9 of them occur in Mk xiv. 27-41 ; 
Mt xxvi. 31-45). 

+ This is the only case in which Luke agrees with Mark in using 


the historic present. 
Mark does not ever use the historic present in Paradles. 


List of 78 Historic Presents in MATTHEW." 


ii. 13 atverat (?) ix. 6 Aeyer* XVii. 1 dvadepe.* 
19 faiverat Q déyer* 20 eyet 
iii, I mapayiverat 14 mpooépxovrat* 25 Aeyet 
13 mapayiverat 28 Neyer XVliil. 22 Aéyer 
15 adinow s, A€yovow xix. 7 A€yovow 
iv. 5 mapadapBaver |. 37 Neyer 8 Neyer 
6 A€yet Xi. 13 A€yer * 10 A€éyovow 
8 mapadapBaver | xiii. 51 A€yovowy 18 Neyer (? Hyciv) 
yy O€LKYUTLY xiv. 8 dnoiv 20 Aéyet 
Io Neyer 17 Aeyovew * XX. 21 Neyer (?) 
Il apinow 31 Aeyet 22 Aéyovoty 
19 Ayer xv. I mpooepxovtar* 23 Neyer 
vill. 4 A€yer* 12 A€youowy 33 A€youciv 
7 déyet 33 A€yovow xxl. 13 Aéyet 
20 Neyer 34 Neyer 16 A€yer 
22 Aeyer XVi. 15 Neyer 19 Neyer 
26 Eyer XVll. I mapadapBaver * 31 A€éyovow 








1 It is noticeable that in Matthewthe words which signify speaking (Aéyer, 
A€youvastv, pyoiv) constitute slightly more than three-fourths of the whole 
number, being 59 out of the 78; while in Mark they constitute less than 
half, being 72 out of the 151. 
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xxi. 31 Aéyet xxvi. 31 Aéyer * XXVI. 52 héyer 
41 A€yousey 35 ever 64 Eyer 
42 Neyer 36 Epyera * 71 Néyet 
xxii, 16 dmoor/\Xov- 1) Aéyer * XXVii. 13 eyes 
ow™* 38 A€yer * 22 Neyer 
20 Aéyer * 40 €pxerat * 3) Aéyovow 
21 héyovow y» €vpioxe * 38 oravpodyra * 
yy A€yet »> Aéyet * XXVlil, 10 héye 
42 dEyovow 45 €pyera * 
43 A€yet yy A€yer * 


* These are the 21 cases in which Matthew agrees with Mark in 
using the historic present. 


Matthew also uses the following 15 presents in Paradies :—. 








xiii. 28 Aéyovow xviii. 32 Néyer xxii. 8 Aéyet 
29 hyoiv xx. 6 héyer 12 heyet 
44 vrayet 7 Aéyovaow XxV. II €pxovrat 
mT@net yy Neyer 19 €pxerat 
ayopacet 8 Neyer », Tuvaipe 


List of 4 [or 6| Historic Presents in LUKE. 

Vii. 40 dnoiv Vili. 49 €pxerat t xi. 37 €pwra ~— xi. 45 Ne yen 

Besides the above 4 cases, there are only the following 2, which 
are in passages double-bracketed by WH and omitted by Tisch :— 

xxiv. 12 Bdéree (asin Jn xx. 5) — xxiv. 36 Aéyet? (as in Jn xx. 19) 

+ Agreeing with the épxorvra in Mk v. 35. 

Luke also uses the following 5 presents in Parables :—. 
xlii. 8 A€yee «xvi. 7 A€yee §=xvi. 23 Opa = xvi. 29 NEyer ~— XIX. 22 A€yer 


It may be added that in Ac/s there are 13 Historic Presents :— 


Vili. 36 pyoiv xxii, 2, 
X. II Oewpet xxiii, 18 
27 evpioKet XXV. 5 | baciy 
31 dyoi? a 
xii, 8 Aéye 24) 
xix. 35 pyoiv XXVi. 24 


Xxi. 37 Aéyee 


+ Except in this one very doubtful case, Luke never uses Aéye: of Jesus 
(Abbott, in Enc. Bibl., ii. 1766). 
? In the recital by Cornelius. 
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SECTION VII 
THE CONJUNCTION Kal PREFERRED TO Aé IN MARK 


The two most constantly recurring causes of the agree- 
ment of Matthew and Luke against Mark are two 
preferences of Mark, viz. (i) for Aéyew instead of eimeiv, as 
referred to in the last section, and (ii) for kat instead of 6¢. 
The latter preference requires a few words of notice in any 
close examination of the Marcan peculiarities, though the 
difference in meaning between the two conjunctions is 
practically so slight; for, as Winer points out, ‘ Aé is 
often used when the writer merely subjoins something 
new, different, and distinct from what precedes, but on 
that account not sharply opposed to it. . . . Hence in the 
Synoptic Gospels «ai and d5€ are sometimes parallel.’ 

Now there are at least 26 cases in which both 
Matthew and Luke have d¢€ where Mark has xaf: see 
Mk iii. 4, 32; iv. 11, 18, 20, 35; v. 13, 143 Vi-35, 37 0; viii. 
28.0, 36; ix. 30; xX. 243 :xt. 4, 8,9, 58, 315 Xi. oes eine 
XIV. 12, 53, 543; xv. 159; xvi. 1, and parallels. 

Such cases must of course be counted in by those who 
are enumerating the points of agreement between Matthew 
and Luke against Mark. But it seems to me that they 
carry hardly any weight as signs either (a) that the 
Petrine source which Matthew and Luke used was different 
in language from our Gospel of Mark, or (0) that either 
Matthew or Luke must have seen the other’s Gospel.? 

For it is to be observed, first, that Mark’s preference for 
kat rather than 6€ is a characteristic of his style throughout 
his Gospel.’ Two proofs of this may be ever — 

1 § lili. 75. S 

2 See Abbott, Corrections of Mark, § 536 ff. ; and Enc. Brit., x. 807 4. 


* Chapter xiii is an exception; and, speaking generally, 86 is less rare 
in the later than in the earlier chapters. 
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1. He uses 6€ less than half as freely as the other 
Synoptists do. For 5é is found in Mark only about 
156 times,’ whereas it would be found quite 300 
times if its use was as general as it is in Matthew 
and Luke, where it is employed about 496 and 
508 times respectively (those Gospels being longer 
than Mark by more than one-third). 


2. If we take the sections and sub-sections of Mark, as 
denoted in WH by fresh paragraphs and by spaces 
respectively, they amount together to 88. Of these 
no less than 80 begin with kai, and of the others only 6 
have 5¢€ as the second word. But in Matthew out of 
159 such divisions only 38 begin with xa/, while 54 
have 6¢ as the second word; and in Luke out of the 
145 divisions only 53 begin with kai, while 83 have d¢ 
as the second word (including 5é xaf 4 times). “BR 


Therefore, in the above-mentioned places where Matthew 
and Luke agree against Mark, the three were only adhering 
to their habitual preference. 

And, secondly, it is worth notice that we see inthe LXX 
that different writers (in this case, different translators) 
had their personal proclivities in this little matter, though 
kat largely preponderates on the whole as the rendering 
of the Hebrew copula.2 If we take as specimens a few 
chapters from the historical books, we find d€ used toler- 
ably often in Gen iv, xviii, xix; Ex iii-vi, whereas it is 
very nearly absent from Judg xili-xiv ; 3 Ki xvi—-xxii; 
Neh i-ii (= 2 Esdr xi, xii).® If, then, other Hellenistic 

1 For these numbers I have had to rely on Bruder, with some corrections 
of my own: Moulton and Geden do not give 6é or kai. On John see Abbott, 
Joh. Gram., § 2133 f. 

2 It is curious that, as to this one small point only, Mark should be nearer 
to LXX usage than Matthew or Luke. See Appendix A to Part III, ‘The 
Synoptists and the Septuagint’ (p. 198). | 

% In these eleven chapters there are but five instances of 6€, viz. 3 Ki 


XVii, T3 5.XX. 2, 6; xxi. 23, 39. In Jonah there are but four instances, viz. 
i. 5; ii. 10 (in the Psalm); iii. 3; iv. 11. 
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writers thus varied in their use of these conjunctions, we 
need not look for anything suggestive or significant in the 
fact that Matthew and Luke happened to have one habit, 
and Mark another habit in this same matter, and that 
consequently two of them often agree against the third 
when we can compare them in the triple narrative. 





On the whole it seems to me that such an examination 
of the Marcan peculiarities as has now been attempted 
supplies results which are largely in favour of the view 
that the Petrine source used by the two later Synoptists was 
not an ‘ Ur-Marcus’, but St. Mark’s Gospel almost as we 
have it now. Almost; but not quite. For instance, a later 
editor’s hand is very probably to be seen in i. 1 (‘Jesus 
Christ 1’); ix. 41 (‘Christ’s?’); probably also in the inser- 
tion of ‘the gospel *’ and ‘ persecutions’ in viii. 35 and x. 
29, 30; perhaps also in the reference to ‘ the Jews’ in vii. 
34;* and again in the numerals 200 and 300 (vi. 37 ; xiv. 5), 
both of which are also found in the Johannine tradition ® 
(vi. 7; xii. 5); and possibly in a few other cases of 
additional matter, such as the ‘2000’ in v. 13, and the 
disagreement of the witnesses in xiv. 56, 59. 

For these last four are interesting and definite particulars 

1 For the only other occurrences of ‘Jesus Christ’ in the Gospels are Mt. i. 1, 
18 (?) ; xvi. 21 (?); Jn i.17; xvii. 3: it (or ‘ Christ Jesus’) is found 15 times 
in Acts and very frequently in the Epistles. 

2 For ‘ Christ’ as a name is found without the article here only in the four 
Gospels and Acts (Lk xxiii. 2 not being a case in point): with the article 
Mt i. 17; xi. 2; xxiii. 10; Acts ii. 31 and viii. 5: and in the Epistles fre- 
quently both without and with the article. In this verse too Mark’s dédaros 
may perhaps seem less original than Matthew’s more unusual ywvyxpod (x. 42). 

* ebayyéAtov, however, is a word generally characteristic of Mark (p. Io). 

* For, excluding the phrase ‘ King of the Jews’, this title is used in the 
plural only 4 times in the Synoptic Gospels (here; Mt xxviii. 15; Lk vii 3; 
xxiii, 51); but in John 63 times (excluding iii, 25 but including iv. 94), and 
in Acts 70 times. 


5 But on the relations between this and Mark compare Abbott, Joh, Voc., 
§ 1731 ff. 
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such as, on the one hand, it seems extremely improbable 
that both Matthew and Luke would have thought fit to 
leave out, and such as, on the other hand, a subsequent 
editor, or scribe, or owner of a Gospel! would wish to add, 
if they had happened to come to his knowledge.’ 


1 See Sanday, Iuspiration, pp. 295, 297, 01 the ‘ freedom’ which seems to 
have been used ‘ in propagating the text of the Gospels’ : also Blass, Philology 
of the Gospels, pp. 77 ff.; A. Robinson, Study of Gospels, p. 24. 

2 On the agreements of Matthew and Luke against Mark, where they seem 
to be using the Marcan document as a Grundschrift, see below, Appendix B 
to Part III. On possible compilation in the Second Gospel see above, 
p. 116. 


B. ON THE GOSPEL OF ST. MATTHEW. 


IN the following sections will be collected some phe- 
nomena of this Gospel, bearing upon the method and 
purpose of its composition. The word composition is an 
appropriate one, for in turning from Mark to Matthew we 
have passed from the simplest of our Gospels to that in 
which there are the clearest signs of compilation and of 
artificial arrangement (see especially Sections III, IV).’ 


SECTION I 
THE QUOTATIONS FROM THE OLD TESTAMENT 


It has often been noticed? that the quotations which 
are introduced by the Evangelist himself agree much less 
closely with the LXX than those which occur in the course 
of the common narrative. The following tables will show 
to what a remarkable extent this is the case :— 


CLASS I. Quotations avowedly introduced by the Author 
ov Editor of the Gospel.* 


Words Words Words Words 

in not in in not in 

No. Lickiks “dae VINO: LAA; Bae 
i Mti. 23 3 13 2 7. Mt xii. 18-21-. 2031 
2. a | a 2 4 8. MRS 5s 6 4 
3. Soe TO Bh Pe oe RA oe 
4. 23 . vee «490. XVIE. 9,16. 4 > 21 
$s iv. 15, 16 ; a0. 43 ee ere 
CG. PA Gs 2 7 100/795 





* Also quoted in Jn xii. 15. 


' On some contradictions apparently resulting from such Bit Seca see 
Jiilicher, Introd. to N. T., E. T., pp. 312f., 316. 

2 e.g. by Bp. Westcott, Introd. to Study of Gospels, p. 229 (8th ed., 1895). 
See Swete, Introd. to O. T. in Greek, pp. 392 ff.; Burkitt, Costel Pickles &C., 
pp. 124 ff. 

* On the difference in character between these quotations and those 
ascribed to Jesus Himself see the striking remarks of Burkitt, of. cit, 
pp. 202 f, 
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CLass II. One quotation recorded as spoken by the Scribes 
in the Introductory Chapters I and I, 


Mt ii. 6 contains 8 words that are in LXX, and 16 that are not 
in LXX. 


Cuass III. Quotations recorded as spoken in the part of 
the Sermon on the Mount peculiar to Matthew. 


Words Words Words Words 

in not in in not in 

No. LXX. LXX.| No. LAX, “LAX. 
ees See; 2 sie he Mtv. 38. . 6 I 
2. 7? 2 eee 6. BR eo 4 5 

3. eee 3 6 re os 
4 eis! Sa Widnes 





The prefixed éppé6n seems to mark these passages as intended to 
be quotations, so they are placed here for consideration. In v. 43 
the words kai puonoes xtA. are counted in, because grammatically 
they form part of the quotation, though they are not found in 
the Q.T. 


CLASS IV. Quotations occurring in the course of the double 
or triple narrative, and found also in Mark or Luke or 
both of them. 





Words Words Words Words 

in not in in not in 

No. LXX. LXX.| No. LAX. LAAs 
Lumtin: 3". 13 E123. Mt xxi 42? 20 sa 
2 der Seetntinas Meese ie a 3 Rxil. 24% 7 12 
3 GP Fs 18 Saas. Cc een II 2 
4 lee 6 5 RAs S5Re ig 14 7 
5. ae 8 tes, be eae 6 wre 
6. xt. 10.82), 9 SG: 4a” 18 I 
7 ae alee 13 eet Ee oe EEG. RE, 3 ee 
8 8,9. 23 th es os eV Ee |. 3 3 
9. xi Pt. 20 by 19s. weve. 46>... 6 2 
10. Xk Ig! 6 44 = ae 
219 38 


* Also in Mark and Luke. > Also in Mark. ¢ Also in Luke. 


+ But differently placed by Mark, viz. in i. 2. 
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CLASS V. Quotations occurring in the course of the double 


or triple narrative, but not themselves recorded by 


either Mark or Luke. 
Words Words 


in not in 
No. iS. Fee iL 
k. MMe-te. 73 ; ; ‘ ; : 3 2 
2. xi, 7 ; : ; : ; 3 2 
3. xili, 14,15 . ‘ : ; ; 47 I 
4 xxl. 16 ; ; . : ‘ 7 

60 5 


Is vi. g is also expressly quoted in Jn xii. 40; Acts xxviii. 26; 
Rom xi, 8: but the quotation of it by Matthew belongs to this class, 
because in Mk iv. 12 and Lk viii. 10, though some words from it 
are used, it is not expressly quoted. 

Mt xviii. 16 and xix. 18, 19 are also referred to and discussed by 
Turpie,’ but I have not included them here, as they are not stated 
to be quotations. For the same reason several passages are here 
omitted, which are referred to as ‘citations’ by some writers on 
this subject. 

Such computations of the number of words as I have 
entered in the above tables can only be taken as approxi- 
mate, for in some cases the agreement with the LXX only 
extends to smaller or larger portions of words ; and other 
students might be either more or less ready than myself 
to count in such portions as words. But such divergences 
in either direction will not affect the main result that in 
Class I (and also in the unimportant Classes II and III) 
the correspondence with the LXX is very much less close 
than in Classes IV and V. For in Class I about half 
of the words, but in Class IV not much more than one- 
seventh, and in the small Class V only one-thirteenth of 
them, differ from the words of the LXX. This is a very 
broad distinction, and such as suggests prima facie that 


1 In The Old Testamentin the New, a book devoted to this subject (London, 
1868). Swete (op. cit., p. 387) also gives Mt xix. 18 f, with Mk x. 19, Lk 
xviii. 20 ff. as a quotation from Ex xx. 12-17, thus making ten ‘triple’ quotations 
instead of the nine marked * in my Class IV. 
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we have before us the work of more than one author or 
editor. 





I would add a few words of comment on Class I of the 
above quotations. For it deserves special notice as being 
distinctly characteristic of Matthew among the Synoptists, 
and as forming a conspicuous exception to the general rule 
that they, unlike John, do not put forth remarks or 
comments of their own in the course of their narratives.! 
It is instructive to subdivide these Io quotations and to 
observe that— 

(a) 6 of them, viz. Nos. 1, 4, 5; 6, 7, 8, are introduced 
in support or illustration of facts or statements for 
which we have also the authority of one or both of 
the other Synoptists—the Virgin-birth, Nazareth as 
the home of Jesus in His youth, the early ministry 
at Capernaum, the frequent healings, the avoidance 
of publicity (so much insisted upon in Mark), the 
habit of speaking in parables. This is also the case 
as to the one item in Class II, viz. Bethlehem as the 
place of birth, in which Luke agrees with Matthew. 

(4) 2 only of them, viz.’ Nos. 2 and 3, are brought 
forward in connexion with incidents which we find 
only in Matthew—the flight into Egypt and the 
massacre of the innocents. 

(c) The remaining 2, viz. Nos. 9 and Io, refer to events 
which are related by all the Synoptists—the riding 
into Jerusalem and the betrayal by Judas for a sum 
of money. But it is Matthew alone who gives here, 
in correspondence with and in anticipation of the 
prophecies about to be cited by him, two additional 

1 In Mk i. 2, 3; Mt iii. 3; Lk iii. 4-6, however, it is the Evangelists 
themselves who quote the prophecies. And Lk vii. 29, 30 may perhaps 
also be taken as another kind of exception to this rule; but not Lk 


i. 1-4, which is only a preface, or Mk vii. 3, 4, which is only an explana- 
tory note. 
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details, viz. the two animals, ass and colt, in xxi. 
2, 7, and thirty pieces of silver as the amount of 
the price paid in xxvi. 15; xxvii. 3.1 
With these last details may be compared three other 
places in which Matthew, without expressly quoting 
prophecies, seems to be influenced by their language, 
viz.— 
1. Mt xxvii. 34 €wxav air@ mety olvoy pera XoATs peulypevor, 
where Mk xv. 23 has éopupyvicpevor: cf. Ps Ixviii. (Ixix.) 
22 ewkav... xoArpy.” 

2. Mt xxvii. 43, where several words from Ps xxi! (xxii.) 9 

are attributed to the mocking chief priests, &c. 
3. Mt xxvii. 57 is the only place in which the word 
mAovovos, used in Is liii. g in connexion with ray and 

Oavaros, is applied to Joseph of Arimathaea. 


SECTION II 
THE SHORTENING OF NARRATIVES IN MATTHEW 


There is in this Gospel an observable tendency to 
shorten the common narrative, especially by condensation 
or omission in those parts of it which do not lead up to, 
or directly bear upon, sayings of Jesus. This characteristic 
of Matthew may in many cases be measured and appre- 
ciated by the simple means of noticing the amounts of 
space which the three narratives occupy in the parallel 


1 Cf. Bp. Gore, Dissertations on Subjects connected with the Incarnation, p. 32, 
where he admits that the above two details and the ‘gall’ in Mt xxvii. 
34 ‘may be modifications due to the influence of the language of Zechariah 
and the Psalmist respectively. But in all these cases the historical event 
stands substantially the same when the modification is removed.’ See also 
Swete on Mk xi. 2 and 7 to the same effect. And we may compare Justin’s 
further addition (Apol. I. xxxii) that the colt was ‘bound to a vine’, as in 
Gen xlix. 11. 

2 Similarly the érnpovy avrév of xxvii. 36 may have been suggested by 
Ps xxi. (xxii.) 18 xarevénoay kai énetddv we: the words are not identical, but 
both are in close connexion with the division of the garments. 
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columns of Tischendorf’s Synopsis Evangelica, or some 
other Harmony. But it may be worth while to give 
here the numbers of the words employed in some of those 
passages :— 


§ in Number of words 
Tisch in 
Syn. Ev. Mt Mt Mk Lk 
35. viii. I-4 The leper healed. : a GE 97 98 
36. ix, 1-8 The paralytic healed ; - 126 196 212 
51. viii. 18,23-7 The first storm on the lake . 86: 129 9g 
52. 28-34 The Gadarene demoniac(s) . 136 325 293 
53: ix. 18-26 The issue of blood healed, and 
Jairus’ daughter raised . 335° 374 280 
59. xiv. 13-21 The feeding of the 5,000 . » 157. 2-298 ~ 268 
72. xvii. 14-21 The lunatic boy cured! . . 192 270 125 
118. xx. 29-34 The blind men (or man) at 
. Jericho . : ; 17 123 109 


144. XxXvi, I7-I9 The preparation for the Passover 61 98 96 


———— 








Total . . 971 1840 1476 


In § 51 the difference is not great; and in $§ 59 and 72, 
Matthew and Luke are nearly equal, Luke being slightly 
the shortest in 72, while Mark is much longer than either 
of them. Of course there are other cases in which the 
narratives are substantially identical in length, and there 
is one case, viz. § 48, the mother and brethren desiring to 
see Jesus, in which Luke is the shortest.2 But, on the 
whole, the figures given above seem to me amply sufficient 
to establish the existence of this Matthaean habit in places 
where we can compare the three narratives. And if that is 
granted, it gives likelihood to the alternative that, where 
Matthew has a shorter narrative than either Mark or Luke 


1 Though the four verses of dialogue Mk ix, 21-4 are omitted by Matthew, 
he has a reference to verse 22 in his verse 15 which shows that they were 
not unknown to him, but were purposely left unused. 

2 This is the case even when Mt xii. 47, which Tisch brackets and WH 
place in their margin, is excluded. Perhaps Luke’s brevity here may be 
connected with the fact that he alone records the similar incident in 
xi, 27, 28 (Tisch § 91 c). Luke is also briefest at the commencement 
of § 124, the expulsion of traffickers from the Temple. But, as a general 
rule, Matthew’s preference is for compression, Luke’s for omission (A. Robin- 


son, op. cit., p. 34). 
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(in the absence of a third parallel), it was he who abbre- 
viated, and not either of them who expanded, the matter 
contained in their source. Most of such cases are of course 
parallels with Mark, since the parallels between Matthew 
and Luke only are mainly in discourses and very rarely in 
narratives. The following are instances of both kinds :— 


§ in Number of 
Tisch words in 
Syn. Ev. Mt Mk Mt Mk 
25 A. XiV. 3-5; vi, 17-20 . . The Baptist imprisoned! 40 476 
54. xiii. 54-8; 1-6. . The rejection at Nazareth 96 123 
57- xiv. 6-12; 2I-9 . . The Baptist beheaded , 95 171 
61. 34-6 ; 53-6 . . Healings at Gennesaret . 44 72 
a xxi, 18-20; xi. 12-14, 20, 21 The barren fig-tree . 54 es 
Total . . 389 ‘519? 

§ in Number of 
Tisch words in 
Syn. Ev. Mt Lk Mt Lk 
42. viii. 5-10,13°; vii. 1b-10 . The centurion’s servant. 123 175 
44. xi, 2-6 ; 18-23 . The Baptist’s message . 63 103 
Total . . 186 278 


The above statistics are significant, both (i) in illus- 
tration of the general tendency of Matthew and Luke 
(and especially Matthew) to omit or condense Mark’s 
subsidiary and pleonastic details, which has been already 
suggested (pp. 125 ff.), and also (ii) in connexion with the 
signs of adaptation for catechetical purposes in Matthew, 
which will be referred to further on (p. 163).4 


1 Lk iii. 19, 20 is not cited here because, though similar in substance, 
it is placed in a different part of the narrative. 

2 Mt xv. 21-8; Mk vii. 24-30, the story of the Syrophenician, may be 
mentioned as constituting an unusual case ; for while there is a good deal 
of matter peculiar to each narrative, the length of them is not far from the 
same (Mt 139 words, Mk 180). 

3 Mt viii. 11, 12 is not included here, because Luke gives it substantially 
elsewhere, and apparently in its original place (xiii. 28, 29). If its 43 
words were included, Luke’s narrative would still be slightly the longer. 

* See Additional Note, p. 214. 
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SECTION III 
SIGNS OF COMPILATION IN MATTHEW 


It has been already noticed (p. 110) that, in recording 
sayings of Jesus, Matthew and Luke seem often to draw 
materials from the same source, but that in more than 
two-thirds of such cases they arrange the materials differ- 
ently. We have now to notice further that this difference 
of arrangement is very frequently caused by . Matthew 
placing the sayings together in large blocks of discourse, 
while Luke records them separately, and in many cases 
gives the questions or circumstances which led up to 
them. The following are conspicuous instances of this 
divergence :— 

t. Mt vi.g-13 compared with Lk xi. 1-4 The Lord’s Prayer. 


19-21 a $4 xii. 33, 34 The treasure and the 
heart. 
3. 24 +9 ie Xvi. 13 God and mammon., 
4. 25-33 re os xii. 22-31 Against anxiety. 
5. vii. 7-11 - pe xi.9g-13 Ask and it shall be 
given, &c. 
6. 13, 14 PA ne xiii. 23,24 The narrow gate, or 
door. 
qe 22, 23 95 3 25-7 I never knew you, &c. 
8. xX, 17-22 a - xxi, 12-17! Persecutions foretold. 
So | Kil. 36, FF ze - x. 23, 24 Blessed are your eyes, 
&c. 
TO. 3I-3 re 2 xiii. 18, 19? Parables of Mustard Seed 
and Leaven. 
II, xviii, 12, 13 % a8 XV. 4-7 The Lost Sheep. 
12, xxiii, 37-93 o 5% xiii. 33-6 O Jerusalem, &c. 
13. xxiv. 28 vs 4 XVil., 37 The eagles gathered to- 
gether. 


1 Both this passage and Mk xiii. 9-13 are more closely parallel to Mt x. 
17-22 than to Mt xxiv. 9-14. But the words certainly appear very unlikely 
to have been spoken at the first and temporary mission of the Apostles 
recorded in chapter x. It seems as if Matthew had at this point looked 
through all his materials, and collected from them all the sayings that had 
any bearing upon missionary work. 

2 ody, which is the true reading, seems intended to exhibit these pro- 
phetic parables as called forth by the success and progress recorded 
in v. 17. 

8 The connexion in Matthew seems sufficiently good, but that in Luke 
is better still. 

HAWKINS M 
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If these parallel passages, and especially Nos. 1-7, are 
examined, it will be seen that two accounts of the 
differences in their situations and contexts may be given. 
Speaking generally (for opinions will differ as to particular 
cases, especially towards the end of the list), either (a) 
Matthew altered their places, mainly with the purpose 
of combining them in collections of sayings, or (4) Luke 
did so, with the purpose of breaking up those collections 
into their component parts, and supplying for as many 
of the sayings as possible the occasions which drew them 
forth. Without attempting to decide or foreclose the 
question, I must say that to me the former alternative 
seems by far the more intrinsically probable, and by far the 
more accordant with the phenomena before us.1 

Those who agree with me in adopting that alternative 
will feel that the above instances lend some a friori 
probability to the supposition that it was Matthew, rather 
than Luke or Mark, who transferred sayings in such cases 
as the following :— 


1. Mt v.29 compared with in sont a Se Salt losing its savour. 
XIV. 33; 34 ; 
2. (?) vi. 14 a <6 Mk xi. 25 Forgiveness when 
praying. 
3. villi, 11, 12 ne ¥ Lk xiii. 28, 29 Many shall come from 
east and west, &c. 
4. X. 34, 35 a - xii, 51-3 Not peace but a sword, 
&c. 
5. 37 - - xiv. 26 Loving (or hating) 
father or mother, &c.® 
6. 42 Py ‘s Mk ix. 41 Giving a cup of cold 
water.’ 


1 Among the numerous modern supporters of this view, I would specify two 
American writers as particularly clear and forcible, Bacon, Sermon on the 
Mount, pp. 226 ff., also 222 note; and E. D. Burton, Principles of Literary 
Criticism, 8&c., pp. 35 ff. Another Chicago publication, Hobson’s The Diaies- 
saron of Tatian and the Syn. Problem (1904), brings out the way in which this 
process of compiling discourses was carried still further by Tatian, especially 
in his use of Luke’s so-called Perean section (pp. 59-61, 76). 

2 Observe the connexion implied by ovr. 

5 Whether in these two cases the sayings come from the same source 
is very doubtful. See also p. 152. 
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q. Mt xi.21-4 compared with Lk x. 13-15 Woe to Chorazin, &c. 
8. 25-27 A ss 21-23 Things hidden from the 
wise and prudent, &c. 


Xxili. 4, 6, 13, 23, xi. 39, 42, ) Woes pronounced on 

9- } 25, 27, 29, ” 43, 46- | the Pharisees, &c. 
31, 34-6 52 
10, XxXiv. 27 > = xvii. 24 As the lightning in the 
heavens. 
5 39-41 xvii. 26,27,) As in the days of 
: “i v 34, 35§ Noah, &c. 

12, 43-51 be bas xii. 39-46 | Watchfulness. 


See also other cases among the doublets (pp. 80 ff.), and 
among the passages marked * on pp. 108 f.: and cf. p.195(a). 


SECTION IV 
TRACES OF NUMERICAL ARRANGEMENTS IN MATTHEW 


Beneath the surface of this Gospel (and in one single 
case, viz. i. 17, upon its surface) there are to be found in- 
dications that it embodies some amount of matter which 
had been arranged in artificial and numerical forms, such as 
would assist the memories of oral teachers and of learners. 
This seems to have been done in Jewish fashion, and 
perhaps especially for the use of Jewish-Christian cate- 
chists and catechumens, The traces of it are found most 
often, though not exclusively, in those blocks of discourse 
which have already been referred to as showing signs of 
compilation. 


re 


There seem to have been five principal Pereqs or 
chapters of such sayings: for when we think of (a) the five 
books of the Pentateuch, (4) the five books of Psalms, ! (c) the 
jive Megilloth,(d@) the five divisions which Dr. Edersheim and 


1 Dr. C. A. Briggs attributes this division of the Psalter ‘tothe middle of 
the second century, shortly before its translation into Greek’, and regards it 
as ‘in some way connected with the five great feasts of Judaism’ (Int. Crit. 
Comm. on Pss, 1, |xxxviii), 


M 2 
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others trace in Ecclesiasticus,! (¢) the Maccabaean history 
‘by Jason of Cyrene in five books’ which the writer of 
2, Maccabees says (ii. 23) that he will ‘assay to abridge in 
one work’, in the course of which traces of a fivefold division 
seem still to show themselves in certain breaks,” (f) the five 
parts which (besides some interpolations) Dr. Charles as well 
as previous scholars sees in the Book of Enoch,* and (g) the 
jive Pereqs which make up the Pzrge Adoth, as distinct from 
the supplementary Pereq of R. Meir, it is hard to believe 
that it is by accident that we find in a writer with the 
Jewish affinities of Matthew the five times repeated formula 
about Jesus ‘ending’ His sayings (vii. 28; xi. I ; xiii. 53; 
xix.I11; xxvi.1). Are we not reminded of the colophon which 
still closes the second book of Psalms,—‘ The prayers of 
David the son of Jesse are ended’ (Ps 1xxii. 20) ? * 

And as to early Christian literature, we are told by 
Eusebius both that the Eaposztion of Oracles of the Lord by 
Papias was divided into five ovyypdpyara (H. £. iii. 39, refer- 
ring to Irenaeus, who calls them A.8dia), which may perhaps 
imply that he found the oracles which he expounded thus 
divided already ; and also that the work of Hegesippus which 
had come down to his days consisted of five memoirs or 
commentaries (jrourjpara, 7. EL. iv. 22).° | 

1 Speaker's Comm. on Ecclus., p. 19. Mr. R. G. Moulton speaks of the 
number 5 as seeming to be the favourite number in Wisdom literature 
generally :—‘ five books in Proverbs and Ecclesiasticus, five essays in Ecclest- 
astes, and five discourses in Wisdom’ ; Literary Study of the Bible, p. 404: 
see also pp. 284, 386. But he does not seem to me to give satisfactory 
proofs of this, except as to Ecclesiasticus and perhaps Proverbs. 

2 Viz. at iii. 40; vii. 42; x. 9, 10; xiii. 265; xv. 37. It should be observed 
especially how the verb 8nAovv, which is used in ii, 23, reappears in vii. 42 
and x.I0. | ; 

3 See Book of Enoch, ed, Charles, pp. 25-32; Enc. Bibl. i. 221 f.; Hastings’ 
D. B, i. 706. 

* The LXX word here is éféArmov. For ovveréAecev used of the completion 
of discourse see Deut xxxi. 1; xxxii. 45 (B éferéAecer). 

° A later instance is the great work of Irenaeus himself, Adv, Haer. For 
the habitual use of established numerical divisions we may compare the 


long prevalence of five-act plays and three-volume novels in our own literary 
history. ‘ 
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As to whether that formula which we seem. to discern in. 
those five verses of Matthew was due to an editor of the 
Gospel who himself made these compilations, or whether 
he brought it’ in from the Zogia with some collections 
which already existed there, it is difficult to form an 
opinion. Two points may be noted in favour of the latter. 
alternative: (1) Lk vii. 1 éresdy émAjpwoer mdvta Ta pryara 
avtod is so closely parallel in substance, though not in 
words, to Mt vii. 28 kal éyévero dre éréAeoev 6 “Inoods rods 
Adyous TovTovs as to suggest acommon origin for them both; 
and (2) there is nothing distinctively Matthaean in the 
wording of the formula: on the contrary, éyévero, followed 
by a finite verb, is only found in these 5 places in 
Matthew, while it occurs 22 times in Luke (also twice in 
Mark and nowhere else in N. T.). 

Another difficulty is involved in the impression conveyed 
in four out of the five cases (viz. Mt vii. 28; xix. I rovs 
Adyous TovTovs ; Xiii, 53 Tas mapaBoAds tavras, and especially 
xxvi. 1 mdvtas tovs Adyovs rovrovs ') that whoever inserted 
the concluding formula regarded all the preceding sayings 
as having been delivered at that time. For this may seem 
to suggest as alternatives either (a) that the collection and 
compilation of various sayings, which we have seen on 
other grounds to be probable, had not taken place, or (4) 
that it had taken place before the blocks of sayings came 
into the hands of the writer of this formula, and that he 
was therefore unaware of their having been so composed. 


B. 


But further, we have some intimations not only of the 
existence of five such collections, but also of the plan upon 


* The wayras used in this one case may be meant to cover the ‘ deaunciatory 
discourse’? which fills chap. xxiii ; for if we read the last four verses of that 
chapter in conjunction with the first three verses of chap. xxiv, it will appear 
likely that in the Evangelist’s mind the desolation of the Temple supplied 
a link between the two discourses which is obscured by our division into 
chapters. 
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which the materials of them were arranged. It seems to 
have been often a numerical plan, the numbers 3, 7, and 10 
being used as helps to memory, precisely as the numbers 3, 
4, 7, and to are used in the Pirge Aboth, which is a speci- 
men of Jewish teaching accessible to everybody in Dr. 
Taylor’s edition.! (See especially i. 1, 2,193 ii. I; iii. 15 
iv. 19; and v, passém; also R. Meir, 8 and to.) Let any 
one read through those five treatises and the appended 
Pereq of Rabbi Meir, let him remember that such numerical 
arrangements are common in the Mishnah generally ;* and 
if he will then turn to St. Matthew’s Gospel, I think that 
here again it will be hard for him to believe that it is only 
by accident that we there find sevex Beatitudes on character 
(for there is a decided difference in length and in style 
between them and the blessing on the state of being per- 
secuted) ; the petitions of the Lord’s Prayer extended from 
five to seven;* the reference to three degrees of sin and 
of punishment (v. 22) which has never been satisfactorily 
explained; the ¢/ree external duties of alms, prayer, and 
fasting (vi. 1-18); the seven parables in the thirteenth 
chapter; the sevex woes in the true text of the twenty- 
third chapter; the ¢hree weightier matters of the law 
(xxiii. 23; contrast Lk xi. 42). These instances are all 
in discourses ; but we have also the genealogy compressed 
into a triad of fourteens (i. 17), as a kind of memoria 


1 Cambridge, 1897 (ed. 2). 

2 So much so indeed that Hershon in his Talmudic Miscellany finds it 
best to sort and group his extracts according to the numbers which are 
prominent in them, ‘the Threes of the Talmud,’ ‘the Tens of the Talmud,’ 
and soon. Cf, Enc. Brit. xvi. 504 6. 

3 It should perhaps be noticed that each of the two additional petitions 
contains a characteristic Matthaean word, viz. -yevn@qrw and 6 movnpds or 7d 
movnpov. If the attempt to show correspondences between these seven 
petitions and the seven beatitudes was successful, it would bring out the 
numerical arrangement still more pointedly. I think it fails on the 
whole; but the fourth and fifth items of the comparison (‘daily bread’ 
and ‘hunger and thirst’, ‘forgive ...as we forgive’ and‘ the merciful. .. 
shall obtain mercy’) are at least noticeable coincidences. 
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technica ; and in the course of chapters viii and ix, between 
the first and second collections of sayings, we have a collec- 
tion of zez miracles, which is made up in a very unchrono- 
logical! way, but which reminds one irresistibly of the 
enumerations in the Pirge Aboth (v. 5 and 8), ‘Ten miracles 
were wrought for our fathers in Egypt, and ten by the sea.? 
..» Ten miracles were wrought in the Sanctuary.’ 

I exclude from the above list the three Temptations in 
Mt iv, 3-10, because of the parallelin Lk iv. 3-12 ; and the 
three prayers in Gethsemane, Mt xxvi. 39-44, because of 
the parallel in Mk xiv. 35-41. There are also at least two 
cases peculiar to Luke, viz. the ‘ three aspirants’ in ix. 57— 
62, and the three parables in chap. xv ; and in Lk xi. 42—52 
there seem to be three woes pronounced upon Pharisees 
and three upon lawyers. But after allowing for these cases, 
and for doubtfulness as to some of the Matthaean instances,? 
it still remains true that these numerical arrangements are 
decidedly characteristic of the First Gospel, and especially of 
the portions of it which are devoted to the sayings of Jesus.* 


1 Unchronological, because (i) Matthew brings down to this division of 
his narrative three miracles which Mark and Luke place considerably 
earlier, viz. the healings of the leper (Mt viii. 2-4; Mk i. 40-5; Lk 
v. 12-16), of Peter’s wife’s mother, with the subsequent cures at eventide 
(Mt viii. 14-17; Mk i. 29-34; Lk iv. 38-41), and of the paralytic (Mt ix. 
2-8; Mk ii. 1-12; Lk v. 17-26). And (ii) the two briefly recorded miracles 
in Mt ix, 27-31 and 32-4 are so strikingly similar to those recorded later 
on, viz. in Mt xx. 29-34 and xii. 22-4 respectively (see pp. 93 ff.), that 
the suggestion naturally occurs that Matthew inserted this anticipatory 
mention of them in order to make up the conventional number of ‘ten 
miracles’. For it seems very difficult to suggest any other reason for 
inserting them (see Exp. Times, xii. 474, xiii. 24 f.). In these chapters the 
only important passage unconnected with the miracles is the call of Matthew, 
&c., in ix. 9-17: in all three Gospels it follows the healing of the paralytic, 
and the anti-Pharisaic element in both incidents may have caused so close 
an association (whether documentary or oral) between them that Matthew 
- transferred them both together. 

2 On the Jewish expectation that the Messiah would be like Moses in 
miracle working see Edersheim, Life and Times of Jesus, i. 176. 

$ On the other hand, many more Matthaean ‘threes’ are suggested in 
Allen’s Commentary, p. |xv; also on pp. 6, 38. 

4 On the use of mystical numbers by John see E. F. Scott, The Fourth Gospel, 
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SECTION V 


THE TRANSFERENCE AND REPETITION OF FORMULAS, 


ESPECIALLY IN MATTHEW 


For want of a better word I use the term ‘formula’ to 
express the short sentences, or collocations of two or more 
words, which recur mainly or exclusively in one or other 
of the Synoptic Gospels, so that they appear to be favourite 
or habitual expressions of the writer of it. Such expres- 
sions are, as a rule, longer than the characteristic words 
and phrases tabulated in Part I, but shorter and more 
fragmentary than the doublets collected in Part II, 
Section IV. 

Some of them are confined exclusively to one Gospel: e.g. 
I. Peculiar to Matthew :— 


I. awd rére HpEatro iv. 17; xvi. 21 (though dpyeoOa is more rare in 


10. 
¥%: 
yz. 
3: 
14. 


Matthew than in Mark or Luke). 


. py voplonre Ort HAAOov Vv. 173 X. 34. 


. TpocehOay mpogeKvvEl advT@ Vill. 2 ; ix. 18 ; SO mpoaeAOodoa... Tpoce- 


Kuvnoay avTe xxviii. 9; and cf. xv. 25 and xx. 20, 


. viol ths Baoweias Vill. 123 xiii. 38. 
. els TO oKOTOS TO EEWTEPOY Vill. 12 ; XXii. 13 } XXV. 30. 
. eldas... Tas evOupnoes atry ix. 4 3 xii. 25 (€vOvpnois only Acts 1, 


Hebrews 1 besides, and not in LXX). 


. Ta TpoBata Ta Gmod@déra oikov ‘Iopand x. 63 xv. 24. 


. €y Tals ouvaywyais aiTav pagTiy@ocovow vas X. 17; pastiy@cere ev 


Tais GUY. Ua XXill. 34. 


. ev €xeiv@ TO Kalp@ Xi. 25 ; xii. 1; xiv. I (Lk has éy adr@ r. x. in xiii. I, 


and kar’ éx.x. in Acts xii. 1 and xix. 23). 

as 6 HAtos Xili. 43; Xvil. 2 (so Rev i.19; x. 1). 

xepis yuvarkoy kai mraWiwy xiv. 21 ; xv. 38. 

ddnyot rupdoi xv. 143 xxiii. 16, 24. 

Tore Ouvikay OTL... €lmev XVi. 123 XVii. 13. 

tov Oeov tov f@vros xvi. 16; xxvi. 63 (these two cases only in 
Gospels, but also Acts 1, Paul 6, rest of N. T. 7). 


p. 21, or Inge in DCG. i. 888.—In the LXX and Vulgate the three pairs of 
spiritual gifts in Is. xi. 2 are raised to seven by the addition of edoeBelas or 
pietatis (= ‘ true godliness’ in the Anglican Confirmation Service). 


§v 
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epoBnOnaav opddpa xvii. 6; xxvii. 54; so éAumnOnoav odddpa xvii. 
23-3) Evi, 3t. 


Observe also the reproduction of much of the language of Mt iv. 23 f. 
in viii. 16; ix. 353; xiv. 35 (cf. pp. 92 f.). 


ll. Peculiar to Mark :-— 


aore py Svvacba avrovs pndée aprov dayeiv iii. 20; compared with 
ovde hayeiv evKaipouy Vi. 31. 


. Cheyey... ev tH Sidaxy avdrod iv. 2; xii. 38. 

. nd€ws avTov Hkovey Vi. 203 Xii. 37. 

. ovdeva HOchev yvdvat Vii. 24 3 ovK HOedev iva Tis yvoi ix. 30. 

. ov yap nOet Ti dmoxpiOn ix. 6 (cf. Lk ix. 33); ov« pdevoay ti dmoxpt- 


Oaow avre xiv. 40. 


. kal €vayxadtodpevos adro ix. 363... adra x. 16. 


Peculiar to Luke :—- 


. Od€a ev victors ii, 14; xix. 38 (and in both cases eipyyn occurs in 


the context). 


. Tovey Opolws iil, 11; vi. 313 x. 37 (besides only in Jn v. 19). 

. woMAa ... Kal €repa iii, 18 ; €repa moda xxii. 65. 

. Soxny moveiy V. 29 ; xiv. 13. 

. povoyevns in records of miracles vii. 12; viii. 42; ix. 38 (elsewhere 


only Christological). 
mpodyrns tis Tv apxaiwy avéorn ix. 8 and 19. 


. 4 S€ qyépa fpEaro kXivew ix. 12; compared with kékdicey On 7 


pEépa XXIV. 29. 


. €Y TH eivar adtrov mpocevxdpevoy ix. 18; xi. 1. (See also p. 195.) 
. MT@XOUS, avatreipous, YoAovs, TUPAodvs xiv. 13, with which cf. the very 


similar verse 21. 


. Kat THY yuvatka xiv. 26 ; # yuvaixa xviii. 29. 
€ ei % A -~ , . 
. of viol Tov ai@vos TovTou xvi. 8; xx. 34. 
. €rumte TO ornOos Eavrod xviii. 13 3 TUMTOVTEs TA OTHON xxiii. 48. 


The above lists are not intended to be exhaustive, but 
to give specimens of expressions or ‘formulas’ peculiar to 
each Synoptist. But there is another class of them which 
is more important and interesting, because more likely to 
throw light upon the process of the formation of the 
Gospels. I mean those which are used once (or in a few 
cases twice) by a Synoptist in common with one or both 
of the others, and are a/so used by that Synoptist inde- 
pendently in other parts of his narrative. 
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There are a few such cases in Luke, chiefly in the one 
passage vii. 48-50 :— 


I. apeovrai vou ai duapria cov... tis €orw obros... tis Sivarat dyap- 
rias apeivat; Lk v. 20,21 = Mk ii. 5, 7: a/so apéwyrai cov ai duap- 
tiat... Tis ovrds €or bs Kai duaprias adinow ; Lk vii. 48, 49. 

2. ) mlotts wov aéowxev oe Lk viii. 48 = Mk v. 34 = Mt ix. 22; and 
Lk xviii. 42 = Mk x. 52: also Lk vii. 50 and xvii. 19. 

3. mopevov eis eipnvnv Lk viii. 48 = Mk v. 34 (Umaye): also Lk vii. 50. 
(Cf. Acts xvi. 36; Jam ii. 16.) 

4. pnkére oxvAde Tov Sidaockadov Lk viii. 49 = ri Ere oKvAAEs Tov 816. ; 
Mk v. 35: also Kupte, py oxvdAdAov Lk vii. 6. 

5. of O€ nyvdouv 7rd phya todro Lk ix. 45 = Mk ix. 32: also compare 
jv TO pha TovTO KeKpuppEevoy an’ adtay, Kal ovK eyivwoKkov Ta deyéd- 
peva Lk xviil. 34. 

6. ri moujcas Conv aimvov KrAnpovopnow; Lk xviii. 18 = Mk x. 17 (ri 
notnow iva, and cf. also Mt xix. 16 cya): also Lk x. 25. 

7. ovk apeOnoerat idos emi AiP@ SdSe Lk xxi. 6= Mt xxiv. 2; Mk xiii. 2 
(both have od un apeOy and émi Aidov) : also Lk xix. 44 ovx« adnaov- 
aw hiOoy emi AiGor ev coi. 


But such repetitions are much more frequent in Matthew, 
and therefore they are treated here in connexion with that 
Gospel especially. Thus we find :— 


I. yevynpata éxidvav Mt ili. 7 = Lk iii. 7: also Mt xii. 34 and 
xxiii. 33. (Cf. the transfer of the Baptist’s words in Doublet 
No. 20, pp. 97 f.) 

2. ev mevddxynoa Mt iii. 17 = Mk i. 11 = Lk iii. 22: also Mt xvii. 5. 

3. tyyxev 7 Bactreia Tov otpavay Mt iv. 17=Mki. 15 (rod Oeov) ; and 
Mt x. 7=(?) Lk x. 9 (r. Geo: cf. also v. 11): also Mt iii. 2. 
(Cf. p. 97) 

4. movnpot ovres Mt vii. 11 = Lk xi. 13 (Umdpxovtes) : also Mt xii. 34. 

. exreivas THY xeipa (said of Jesus) Mt viii. 3 = Mki. 41; Lk v. 13: 

also Mt xii. 49 ; xiv. 31 (these, however, are not cases of heal- 
ing, as the first one is). 

6. éxet €orat 6 KAavOpos Kai 6 Bpvypos tay dddvrav Mt vili. 12 = Lk 
xiii, 28: also Mt xiii. 42, 50; xxii. 13; xxiv. 513; xxv. 30. 

7. ol mpoppnra kai 6 vouos Mt xi. 13=Lk xvi. 16(6 vdp. Kai of mpod.) : 
also (in the latter order) Mt v. 17, and vii. 12, and xxii. 40. 

8. dots .. . av rowan ro OéAnpa Tod matpés pov Mt xii. 50= Mk iii. 35 
(6s ay... Tov Oeod) : also Mt vii. 21 (6 motoy); cf. also xxi. 31. 

9. traye ériow pov, Satava Mt xvi. 23 = Mk viii. 33: also tmaye, 

. arava Mt iv. 10. ) 

10. ewe Séxerae Mt xviii. 5 = Mk ix. 37 = Lk ix. 48 (of receiving 


uw 
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children): a/so in Mt x. 40 (of receiving the Apostles ; it does 
not occur in Lk x. 16, which compare). 

II. éXénoov ... vids (or vie) Aaveid Mt xx. 30, 31 = Mk x. 47, 48 = Lk 
xviii. 38, 39: a/so Mt ix. 27; xv. 22. 

12. poBovpeda tov dxAov, mavTes yap as mpopytny exovow Tov *lwdvny 
Mt xxi. 26 = (very nearly) Mk xi. 32: also Mt xiv. 5 epoBnOn 
rov dxXov, Ore os mpopytny avrov eixov (i.e. John), and xxi. 46 
epoBnOnaay rovs dxAous, éret eis mpopytny adroy eixov (i. e. Jesus). 

13. tovs SovAous ... dv 5€ améxrervay Mt xxi. 35 = Mk xii. 5 kdxeivoy 
dméxreway ... obs d¢ dmoxrevvivres : also Mt xxii. 6 rots Sovdous 
.. + Kal améxretvay. 

14. madw dréoteikev GAdovs Sovdovs Mt xxi. 36 = Mk xii. 4, 5 madw 
dméorethev .. . GdAov SodAov .. . Kat GAXor (cf. also Lk xx. 11, 12): 
also Mt xxii. 4 wadw améoretev GdXovs SovdAovs. 

15. amo\éoet avtovs Mt xxi. 41 = Mk xii. 9, and Lk xx. 16 amodécer 

Tovs yewpyous ; also Mt xxii. 7 dm@decev rods hoveis ékeivous. 

16. dyamjoets Tov mAnoiov gov ws ceavtdy quoted in Mt xxii. 39 = 
Mk xii. 31 (and cf. Lk x. 27): also in Mt xix. 19. 

17. OWorrat Tov vidy Tov avOparov épxdpevoy Mt xxiv. 30= Mk xiii. 26 = 
‘Lk xxi. 27: and dWeoGe «rd. in Mt. xxvi. 64 = Mk xiv. 62: 
also Mt xvi, 28 iSwow rdv vidv tod avOpamov épxdpevoy (where 
Mk ix. 1 and Lk ix. 27 mention only the kingdom as being 
seen). 

18, dAnOds Oeod vids Mt xxvii. 54 = Mk xv. 39: also Mt xiv. 33. 

19 (?). Kal éyévero Ore eréheoev 6 Inaods Mt vii. 28=(?) Lk vii. 1: also 
Met Xi..9 > xiii. §3 5) xix. 1; xxvi. 1. 


A careful examination of such cases certainly leaves 
the impression that the mind of Matthew? was so familiar 
with these collocations of words that he naturally repro- 
duced them in other parts of his narrative, besides the 
places in which they occurred in his sources. It is to 
be observed that these apparent reproductions often occur 
earlier in the Gospel than do the apparently original 
occurrences of the formulas, which seems to indicate that 
Matthew drew them from his memory of his sources and 


‘ On this formula see pp. 164 f. above: it must be transferred to the list 
of formulas peculiar to Matthew if Lk vii. 1 is not taken as parallel to 
Mt vii. 28. 

2 This is of course one of the many cases in which ‘ Matthew’ is used 
as a symbol to denote the compiler of the first Gospel, whoever he may 
have been, 
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not from documents before him.’ So far as it goes, then, 
the drift of this section is in favour of some considerable 
element of the oral theory. 

Before leaving the subject of these ‘ formulas’, it should 
be noticed that there are a few of them which occur in 
different positions in two or three of the Synoptic Gospels 
(Matthew always? being one of them) :— 


(i) Formulas differently placed by Matthew and by 
Mark :— 


I. nv yap Sidaoxwy airovs ws eEovciav €x@v, kai odx os of ypappareis 
(Mark adds atrav), (a) in Mki. 22 referred to the first preaching 
in the Capernaum Synagogue (and so Lk iv. 32 ey é£ovcia fv 
6 Aéyos avrod), but (4) in Mt vii. 29 referred to the impression 
made by the Sermon on the Mount much later in the Ministry. 

. Kak@s €xovTas Trokidats vdoo.s, used (a) in Mk i. 34 (cf. Lk iv. 40) 
of the healings at eventide, but (4) combined in Mt iv. 24 with 
some other words from Mk iii. 7 ff. before the Sermon on the 
Mount. 

3. Ore joav... as (Mt aot) mpdBara py exovra moupeva (Numb 
xxvil. 17 LXX); (a) in Mk vi. 34 placed before the Feeding of 
the 5,000, but (4) in Mt ix. 36 before the Mission of = Twelve 
which occurred earlier. 

4. kat adevres avrov amndOay, used (a) in Mk xii. 12 after the 
Parable of the Wicked Husbandmen, but (4) in Mt xxii. 22 after 
the question as to tribute to Caesar rather later. 


tN 


(ii) Formulas differently placed by Matthew, by Mark, 
and by Luke :— 


I. ovdeis odkére €roApa adtov erepwrnoa is (in substance) placed— 
(2) in Mk xii. 34, after the Two Great Commandments (omitted 
here in Luke) ; 
(4) in Mt xxii. 46, after the subsequent reference to Psalm cx ; 
but 
(c) in Lk xx. 4o, ase the earlier confutation of the Sadducees. 


1 Compare the suggestions made on pp. 93-5. 

? Or almost always; for perhaps an exception may be found in the 
commendations by scribes given by Mark and Luke only, viz. (a) xadds, 
diSdonare, én GAnbeias efmes in Mk xii. 32 after the two great command- 
ments, but (5) d:5dcxadre, adds efnas in Lk xx. 39 after the confutation of the 
Sadducees. 
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2. e€emdnocorro émt rH Sibax7y adrov is said— 

(a) in Mk i. 22; Lk iv. 32, of the preaching in the Capernaum 
Synagogue ; 

(2) in Mt vii 28, of the impression made by the Sermon on the 
Mount ; 

(c) in Mk xi. 18, of the result of the Cleansing of the Temple ; 

(Zz) in Mt xxii. 33, of the confutation of the Sadducees. 

Though not used in Luke’s Gospel, this formula has been placed 
here because of its employment in Acts xiii. 12 éxmAnrrdépevos 
emt tH SiOaxn tod Kupiov (cf. Lk ix. 43 é&emAnoacovro ... emi TH 
peyadedrntt Tov beod; also Mt xiii. 54; Mk vi. 2 where the 
verbs d:ddoxew and éxrAjnooecOa are used). 


Do not such cases of repetition and transference of 
formulas point, like the former instances, to oral processes 
of preservation and transmission? Of course men who, 
as disciples and perhaps also as teachers, had previously 
acquired knowledge by such processes would not be debarred 
from the use of manuscripts as their chief authorities, when 
they set themselves to draw up Gospels. But they would 
be likely to use them with great freedom, and from time to 
time they would dispense with the trouble of turning to 
them, when they thought that their own traditional informa- 
tion was sufficient. See p. 217. 
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C. ON THE GOSPEL OF ST. LUKE. 


DIVISION I 


ON THE LINGUISTIC RELATIONS BETWEEN ST, LUKE’S 
GOSPEL AND ACTS 


IN the case of this one Synoptic Gospel we have the 
advantage of being able to compare it with another book 
which both claims to be (Acts 1. 1) and appears to be the 
work of the same author. This comparison should be 
helpful in many ways towards a right appreciation of the 
time and manner of the composition of the Gospel. 


SECTION I 
THE LINGUISTIC SIMILARITY BETWEEN LUKE AND ACTS 


This similarity is so strong that it is generally admitted 
to establish the fact that the two books in their present 
shape come from one author or editor, whatever materials 
he may have used in them. Numerous writers have 
brought together the correspondences in vocabulary and 
phraseology and mental standpoint which link the books 
together,’ and there is no need to reproduce here the 
abundant proofs of a similarity so generally admitted.’ 
But I have noted two special points of likeness between 
Luke and Acts which at the same time bring out points of 
comparison and contrast between Luke and the other 
Synoptic Gospels, and which therefore bear directly apes 
the Synoptic Problem.?° 


1 See e.g. S. Davidson, Jutrod. to N. T., ii. 261-8; Zeller, ii. 213-54 ; and 
Overbeck, p. 248, both in Eng. tr., besides more recent writers. 

* The tables given above on pp. 16-23 and 27-9 supply materials for 
many such proofs. 

* *Verbs compounded with prepositions’ was the title of a third such 
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A. Words peculiar to one or other Gospel and to Acts. 


Fifty-eight words are peculiar to Luke and Acts, viz.1: — 





alttov dtodevo OapBos mpoBardw 
avadeikvupe SovAn tacts TT porropevopat 
ava(nréw edatov (?) kabeEns mpoadokia 
dvaxabi¢a (?) évavtt Kain Tpovmapx@ 
5 dvaorde 20 évavrioy 35 Kabdre 50 orpatnyds 

dvadpaivopat evedpevo Katak\elo orparia (?) 
dvevpiake evox (?) katako\ovbéw ovyyevea 
avreiroy €&Ns Katarinto ° ovvaprratw 
droypapn émretOov k\dots ovvBarrw 

10 dmrodéxopat 25 émBiBalw 40 xpdrioros 55 ouvert (?) 
drorwaoow emipavew hotpds? ovrmTAnpds@ 
dtarropéw emlxelpew ddvvdopat Tpavparicvo 
Starnpéw éomepa dpitew Tpaxvs 
Otiornpe evAaBns mrapaBidagopat 

15 Sucyxupif{ona | 30 edrdéves 45 mweptAdpre 








? 


The above 58 words occur altogether 78 times in Luke, viz. 21 
times in chaps. i-ii, 25 times in the other ‘ peculiar’ parts*, and 32 
times in the ‘ common’ parts*: they occur altogether gg times in 
Acts, viz. 47 times in chaps. i-xii and 52 times in chaps. xiii- 
xxviii. It thus appears that they are used most freely in Lk i-ii; 
and next to that in Acts generally, but not specially in either part 
of Acts. 


point in the first edition ; but this is now withdrawn, because the proot of 
any considerable contrast between the Lucan books and Mark in this respect 
fails, But the excess of the Lucan as against the Matthaean use of such 
compounds remains great, and as against the Johannine it is still greater. 
See Prof. J. H. Moulton in Expositor, May 1909, p. 412. He has made a very 
thorough study of this question, including a revision of my lists from the 
grammarian’s point of view; and he kindly allows me to mention here his 
conclusion that the average number of compound verbs per page of 
WH’s Greek Test. is in Hebrew 8-0, Acts 6.25, Luke and Mark 5-7, Paul 3-8, 
Matthew 3-55, John (Gospel) 1-97. Some instances of Mark’s liking for 
compound verbs may be seen above in the remarks on mopevoua (p. 14) and 
on o7pageis (p. 46). 

1 In this and the following lists proper names and numerals are 
omitted, because they prove nothing as to a vocabulary and style: (?) im- 
plies some doubt as to the reading. 

* But in Luke the word is used literally, in Acts figuratively. 

’ For the explanation of these terms see above, pp. 15, 25. 
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Seventeen words are peculiar to Matthew and Acts, 


viz 2— 


adoparivo 

Bapéws (from LXX) 
BeBn\do 
Seopwrnpioy 
emtBaiva 

evvovxos 


wm 





kappve (from LXX) 
Kovid@ 
payos 
10 padntevo 
épapa 
TapaBaive 





tmaxvvopa (from 
LXX) 
méayos 
15 mpoondvros 
avot peda (?) 
xorn 


Fourteen words are peculiar to Mark and Acts, viz. :— 


dvabepatiCa 
dopahas 
avrépuaros 
dtayivoua 

5 duaordw 





“EXAnvis 

ETLAV® 

épKife 

TpooTpEeX@ 
10 mpupva 





oavdddtoyv 
omdopat 

, 
ovvavaBaive 
ouveabnpat 


Thirteen words are peculiar to John and Acts, viz. :— 


GAdopat 
diarpiBo 
EXkv@ 
“EXAnnoti 
5 émthéyopat 





Covvupe 
vevo 

6pov 
ovdérw (?) 


10 mAeupa (?) 





c r 
Popatos 

orod 

oXoLvioy 


Thus we see that the number of words found only in 
Luke and Acts (58) largely exceeds the whole number of 
those found only in the other three Gospels respectively 


and in Acts (17+14+13 = 44). 


If we only consider the 


Synoptic Gospels, the number is nearly double (58 to 31). 


B. Words and phrases characteristic of the three 
Synoptists which are also found in Acts. 


If we examine these, as given above (Part I, pp. 4-23), 


we have the following striking figures :— 


Out of the 95 characteristic of Matthew, 46, or slightly 
less than half, are found in Acts. 

Out of the 41 characteristic of Mark, 22, or slightly more 
than half, are found in Acts. 7 

‘Out of the 151 characteristic of Luke, 115, or slightly 
more than three-fourths, are found in Acts. ! 


1 But in Matthew the word is used literally, in Acts figuratively. _ 
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SECTION II 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE LANGUAGE OF LUKE 
AND ACTS 


It was said at the beginning of the preceding Section 
(p. 174) that the similarity between the language of Luke 
and Acts has been abundantly proved and illustrated. But 
I do not know that much attention has been paid to the 
linguistic differences between the two. These, however, 
are important in their way; for, while quite insufficient 
to throw doubt on the common authorship, they seem to 
suggest that a considerable time must have elapsed between 
the writing of the two books.!_ They may be placed under 
five headings :— 

i. Words and phrases characteristic of LLuke’s Gospel in 
contrast to the other Synoptics, but used in Acts at least 
three times as often as in Luke :— 

dvip, (amdoTodos,) axpt, eyévero followed by infinitive, 
dvéuatt (=‘by name’), re. The above should be examined 
in the table given on pp. 16-23. Some others deserving 


notice as coming under this category are :— 
Acts. 


Chaps. Chaps. — 
Mi& Mk Lk Total. 1x. = Xbti=~xxviit. 





(avdyo) ; , ; I 3 17 Gt A 
amroNoyéopat 2 6 ¥e 6 
ateviCo : : i 2 10 7 3 
Bovdn . ‘ , ; ee 2 7 3 4 
KaTépxopat 2 12 4 8 
pev our 2 27 9 18 
mvevpa dytov ; ; 9 13 41 27 14 

Total . , 10 26 120 53 67 


Mention may also be made of dvaxpiva, diaxovia, Siapapripopat, 


1 I do not think that nearly all of them are such as can be caused by differ- 
ences in the sources used by Luke in the two books; for we know how 
freely he dealt with Mark, and probably with Q also, in matters of style, and 
even of vocabulary. 

HAWKINS N 
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enayyeXia, katdyw as occurring never in Matthew or Mark, once in 
Luke, and 5, 8, 9, 8, 7 times respectively in Acts. And the supple- 
mentary lists on pp. 27-9 will suggest some other cases which are 
more or less in point. 

Under this heading, and the subsequent ones, a few words 
are bracketed (): these are comparatively unimportant as 
linguistic evidence, because they may be mainly accounted 
for by the subject-matter. 

li. Words and phrases never occurring in Luke, but 
frequently in Acts. 

(Under the preceding heading (i) we had words, &c., 
which might be quoted as evidence both for the similarity 
and the dissimilarity between Luke and Acts: under this 
and the following headings (ii, iii, iv, ¥) the dissimilarity 
alone is brought out.) 








aoe 
Chaps. Chaps. 
Total. 1X1, «= XMM -KXUIIT. 

aipeats ‘ : ‘ : ‘ 6 I 5 
dvahapBave ‘ . ; i 8 5 3 
(dvOvrartos) : , ; : 5 jas 5 
yévos . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : 9 4 5 
5 Cethayorins : : ; : : 10 bos Io 
€mravptov + . . . 10 3 7 

émixadéopa (of being named ss: Aa 9 8 I (?) 

emikadéopat (of calling upon) . II 4° phe 

Emmi pevo , 6 2 4 
10 émiorapat 9 I 8 
peramrépmropat. 9 5 4 
époBvpadéy 10 7 3 
dpapa ‘ II 8 3 
mappyovatopat 7 2 5 
15 mpookaprepéw 6 6 eS 
mpocAapBdavopna . 5 aS 5 
Tépas ‘ 9 7 2 
TNPE® . 8 2 6 
(ydiapyos) . 17 a 17 
20 xwpiov 7 6 I 
Total . ; 172 71 IOI 


1 With rp éradpiov compare éni tiv avpov in Lk x. 35; Acts iv. 5 only. 

2 Contrast with this the frequent use of caAovpevos in Luke. 

8 This includes the five or (including xxv. 21) six references to the 
‘appeal unto Caesar’. 
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It is also remarkable that Luke has in his Gospel no instance of 
the verb for ‘he said’ being understood instead of expressed, as it 
is in Actsii. 38; v.93 ix. 5, 11 ; xix. 2; xxv. 22; xxvi. 25, 28, 29 
(cf. also x. 15); nor of xai viv beginning a sentence, as in Acts iii. 
17; vii. 34 (LXX); x. 53 xiii, 11; xvi. 37; xx. 22, 263 xxii, 
16; xxvi. 6 (cf. also v. 38; xxiii. 21); nor of viv odv asin Acts x. 
333 XV. 10; xvi. 36; xxiii. 15; nor of the participle etmas as in 
Acts vli. 37; Xxil. 24; XXiv. 22; xxvii. 35. 

iii. Words and phrases rarely occurring in Luke, but 
frequently in Acts. 





Acts. 
A 
Chaps. Chaps. 
Luke. Total. txt, xit-xxviit. 

BovAopat 2 14 3 II 
yvoortds 2 10 5 5 
IVE MOV 2 6 ve 6 
kara =‘ against’ 3 12 2 Io 

5 Kedevo I 17 4 13 
peovoy I 8 2 6 
vopita . : 3 7 2 5 
mapiornu, transitive I 5 g 3 
ovvepxopat z 16 9 7 
10 tpopy . I 7 y 5 
viot "Iopand . I 5 5 ee 
gout. 7 24 5 19 

Total 25 131 41 go} 


ywords is used quite differently in Luke and Acts, being in the 
former applied only to persons, in the latter only to things known. 
It is curious that 6 of the above 12 words should happen to be 
used in Matthew much more frequently than in Luke, viz. jjyepav 
Matthew 10, xard = ‘ against’ Matthew 14, xededo Matthew 7, pdvov 
Matthew 7, rpopn Matthew 4, pyui Matthew17. ‘Two ofthe words 
are strongly Pauline, viz. pévey and mapiornust transitive, being used 
36 and 18 times in the 13 Epistles. | 

iv. Words and phrases frequently occurring in Luke, but 


never in Acts. 


Luke. Luke. 
ayarde : ; : : I2 | dpoiws . ; : A eae 
dpaptradds . : : - 17 | mdovows  . A ; Make 
eyévero with a finite verb . 22 | orpageis . thy ape dy ed 


1 See also p. 152 note‘ on the use of "Iovdaio. 
2 In Acts ix. 40; xvi. 18 we find émorpéyas used as orpadeis is used in the 


Gospel. 
N 2 
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On the last four of these words more statistics will be found on 
pp. 16-23, where also will be found 31 other words and phrases, 
which, while occurring 4 times and upwards in Luke’s Gospel, and 
being more or less characteristic of it, are absent from Acts. 


v. Words and phrases frequently occurring in Luke, but 
much more rarely in Acts. 





Acts, 

Chaps. Chaps. 

Luke. Total. t-xU, . XU1-KXVIIT. 
€avrov, &c. . F ‘ 57 22 8 14 
éyévero with kai . : ; II 1.10}: 2:0 oe 
eimev O€, eiov O€. : ; 59 15 10 5 
€y t@ With infinitive . 32 7 6 I 
efépyoua amd. ; : 13 3 3 
kai aurds, &c., nom. . ; 41 8 I 7 
avros 6, &c. ‘ ‘ ; II 2 pa 2 
TAN . . ; ; ; 15 4 I 3 
Total . : 239 62 27 35 


The doubtful case of éyévero kai is in Acts v. 7. All but the first 
of the above 8 words, &c., and some others pointing less decidedly 
in the same direction, may be examined on pp. 16-23. See also 
p. 14 on wa (Luke 45, Acts 15) and contrast with it dres on p. 6 
(Luke 7, Acts 14). 


If the differences of vocabulary and phraseology which 
have been collected under these five headings are considered 
together, they seem to me to suggest the inference that the 
two books, though the works of the same writer, could not 
have proceeded from him at the same, or very nearly the 
same, time. Would it be at all likely that an author (unless 
he wished to conceal his identity, which we know from 
Acts i, 1 that this author did not wish) would so alter his 
style in two nearly contemporaneous books as, e.g., to drop 
eimev d€, €v T@ With infinitive, and kai airds, to take to pev 
ovv, Te, KeAeverv, and ovvépxowat, and to substitute the in- 
finitive for the finite verb after éyévero, to the extent that 
has now appeared? We have thus some internal evidence 
in favour of placing Luke at a considerably earlier date 
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than Acts,! whatever the date of the latter book may be— 
a question on which the next Section will bear. 

[To enter upon the difference which Feine and others 
have observed between Acts i-xii and xiii-xxviii,? and 
which they refer to Luke’s use of authorities in the 
former part of his work, does not come within the scope 
of this book. But in the above statistics as to Acts that 
division into two parts has been taken into account, for the 
sake of students of that particular subject. Here it need 
only be said that although (1) the above tables (see especially 
iii) show that the divergence of the language from that of 
the Gospel is greater in the second than in the first part 
of Acts,* and although (2) this is still more decidedly the 
case as to the 413 words which are peculiar to Acts (p. 204) 
and which occur more than twice as often in the second as in 
the first part,* and although, again, (3) a few words or phrases 
can be pointed out as characterizing the two parts respec- 
tively,® these phenomena taken together are of small weight 


1 This would also account for the apparent difference in chronology, &c., 
between Lk xxiv and Acts i. In the interval between the composition 
of the two books Luke might have received fuller information as to the 
days subsequent to the Resurrection: see also Wright’s note on Lk xxii. 52. 
Bishop Chase stands almost alone in regarding Acts as ‘ planned and com- 
posed’ before the Gospel (Camb. Theol. Essays (1905), pp. 380, 406 f.). 

2 I adhere to this division of Acts, though Harnack draws his line at 
xvi. 5 (Acts of the Apostles, E. T., p. xxxii. I need hardly say that the im- 
portance of this book to critical students of Acts is very great—in some 
respects even greater than that of the better known Luke the Physician), 
On the failure of past attempts to assign sources to various parts of Acts, 
see Knowling in Expositor’'s Greek Test., vol. ii, pp. 22-30, and Chase, 
Credibility of the Acts, p. 15. 

8 In making these comparisons it must be borne in mind that the 
second part is the longer: it fills 39 pages, while the first part only fills 
30 pages in WH. 

4 Most of these 413 peculiar words are found only once, so the whole 
number of the occurrences of them is only 564, of which 180 are in chapters 
i-xii, and 384 in chapters xili-xxviii. 

5 See Weiss, Jutrod. to N. T., E. T., ii. 333. His strongest instances 
seem to be éfiornu and mpooxaprepéw used only in the first part, and édw, 
KaKet (cf. also xdxetOev), and movnpés used only in the second part. For 
surely such words as domd(opa, diadéyouat, xaravrdw, oéBowa (used of 
proselytes) in the second part would be naturally suggested by the sub- 
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against the mass of linguistic evidence for common author- 
ship. Some of them may perhaps be accounted for by the 
use of documents in chapters i-xii; but a large proportion 
of them are due to difference of subject-matter, and to the 
fact that the scenes and surroundings of the facts recorded 
are so diverse, being in the first part so far more Jewish 
and Palestinian than in the second. | 


SECTION III 


SPECIAL CONSIDERATION OF THE ‘ WE’-SECTIONS OF CTS 
IN RELATION TO ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL 


In Acts xvi. 10-17; xx. 5-15; xxi. 1-18 ; xxvii. I-xxviii. 
16 inclusive, we find four passages, containing 97 verses, 
in which the writer uses the first person plural,! and thus 
represents himself as having been one of Paul’s companions 
in travel. These passages may be, and have been, accounted 
for in three ways. 


(a) First, the compiler of Acts may have inserted these 
extracts from a ‘ travel-document’ which had been handed 
down to him, and may have accidentally or carelessly left 
the ‘we’ standing in them, without mentioning that he was 
making direct quotations. But, although instances of such 
negligence have been supplied from mediaeval chroniclers,? 
it does not seem at all likely to have been committed by this 
author, who was evidently no unskilled writer, and who 
also evidently had no hesitation in ‘working over’ and 
jects of the narrative, as well as dmoAoyéowa, éyxadéw and €yxAnpa, and 
katnyopéw, upon which Weiss does not lay stress for this reason. An im- 
portant addition to what I have called the strongest instances may be found 
in the occurrence of the ‘ periphrastic imperfect ’ 18 times in the first part 
and only 6 times in the second. 

1 It is also used in D’s addition to Acts xi. 28. And it is possible that the 


writer’s presence in Pisidia is implied in xiv. 22, ‘ we must enter.’ 
2 Zeller, ii. 258. 


ee 
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adapting his materials, as we see in his treatment of the 
Marcan and Logian sources in his Gospel. 


(8) Therefore a second theory is preferred by Zeller and 
others, to whom a late date for the composition of Acts 
seems on other grounds probable. They adopt the view 
that the ‘we’ is left in the narrative designedly, because 
the compiler wished ‘to identify himself with the older 
reporter’, and so ‘to pass for one of Paul’s companions’, 
in order ‘to recommend his production ’.? 


(y) The third account of the matter is that the writer 
was from time to time a companion of Paul in his travels, 
and that he simply and naturally wrote in the first person 
when narrating events at which he had been present. There 
would be nothing strange, nothing that required any ex- 
planation, in his doing so; for Theophilus, to whom his 
personality was evidently known (Lk i. 3; Acts i. 1),? 
would in all probability be aware also that he had been 
a fellow traveller of the Apostle of the Gentiles. 

Now this last view, which attributes the composition of 
the third Gospel and of the whole of Acts to the original 
author of the ‘We ’-Sections, receives very strong support 
from linguistic considerations.* 


A. 


Let us refer back to the ‘ words and phrases character- 
istic of’ each Synoptic Gospel, as they were collected on 


1 Overbeck, i. 43 (in Eng. tr. of Zeller). 

2 S. Davidson, Introd. to N. T., ii. 272. So Schmiedel in Enc. Bibl.-s. v. 
Acts, § 1. 

8 I have assumed that, as the epithet xpariare seems to show, Theophilus 
was an actual person, and not ‘a representative of the Christian reader 
generally’: but the assumption is of no great importance for our present 
argument. 

* Pre-eminent among recent critical writers who have adopted this view, 
and largely upon linguistic grounds, is Harnack in Lukas der Arat (1906): 
see especially pp. 47 ff., 56 ff. (in E. T., Luke the Phys., pp. 67 ff., 81 ff.). 
See also Burkitt, Gospel History, &c. (1906), pp. 110-20. 
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pp. 4-23, and some remarkable results bearing on our 
present point will appear. 

(1) As to the characteristically Lucan words and phrases, 
it may be seen in the summary on p. 23 that the number 
of the occurrences of them (viz. 111) in the 97 verses of the 
‘We ’-Sections of Acts is very nearly as large as the number 
(viz. 116) in the 661 verses of Mark. And in the 1,068 
verses of Matthew they occur only 216 times, which is 
less than twice as often as in the ‘We’-Sections, though 
Matthew is eleven times as long as they are. 


(2) Again, if we contrast the occurrences of the words 
and phrases characteristic of each Gospel, we find that— 


a. The Matthaean words and phrases are found in 
Matthew 904 times, which is about forty-five times as often 
as the 20 occurrences of them in the ‘We’-Sections ; 


6. The Marcan words and phrases are found in Mark 
357 times, which is about ¢hirty-two times as often as the 
II occurrences of them in the ‘ We’-Sections ; while 


c. The Lucan words and phrases are found in Luke 1, 483 
times, which is zot much more than thirteen times as often 
as the 111 occurrences of them in the ‘ We’-Sections. 


(3) Once more, if in a similar way we take the separate 
words and phrases, without regard to the frequency of 
their occurrence, we find in the ‘ We ’-Sections :— 

a. Out of the 95 Matthaean words and phrases, 11 or 
slightly more than ove-ninth ; 


6. Out of the 41 Marcan words and phrases, 7 or about 
one-sixth ; 

c. Out of the 151 Lucan words and phrases, 45 or some- 
what less than one-third (the almost exact proportion being 
three-tenths). 

The 11 Matthaean words, &c., are éxeifev (twice), xeAeva, 
Kepdaiva, Aautas, pdvor, 60ev, mapOevos, mpor€epxopwar (twice ?), 
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auvayw (twice), rére (4 times), tpod7 (4 times): the 7 Marcan 
ones are éAeyov (3 times, viz. xxi.4; xxviii. 4, 6), edOéws, 
kaTdkeipal, KpaTéo, TaAwv, TaploTnue intransitive (twice), Pepe 
(twice): the 45 Lucan ones, which are generally of a more 
distinctive and important kind, are to be seen on pp. 16 ff. 

Such evidence of unity of authorship, drawn from a com- 
parison of the language of the three Synoptic Gospels, 
appears to me irresistible. Is it not utterly improbable 
that the language of the original writer of the ‘ We’-Sections 
should have chanced to have so very many more corre- 
spondences with the language of the subsequent compiler 
than with that of Matthew or Mark? 


B. 


But in view of the importance of this matter as sup- 
plying the best, and almost the only, means we have for 
fixing the approximate date of any Gospel, it may be 
worth while to add some other evidence—positive and 
not comparative—which points in the same direction. This 
also happens to fall under three heads. The following are 
instances of :— 

i. Words and phrases found only in the ‘ We’-Sections 
and in the rest of Acts!— 


‘We’ Rest 
§§ of Acts. 

arrow ? : : ‘ ‘ 2 ea 
adve ; . I 2 
Bia ; ; ; ‘ I 2 
diarpiBo with acc. of time 2 4 

5 ekeioe I I 
EKTAE@ . I 2 
e&erpe 2 2 
emtBovdrn I 3 
npéparixavai . : I 3 
10 népat mreloves, wAEious . 2 2 


1 Dr. Knowling observes that of these 21 words and phrases 6 occur once 
and 2 twice, in chaps. xiii-xiv (Expositor’s Greek Test. on Acts, p. 315). 
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Npépat tives 
xaO’ Oy rpdmoy } ; 
pevw with acc. of person ‘ 
emcee a 
15 veavias 
ov TUX@Y 
nppOU RENAE = acc, 
Ta voy 


Th emioven fin, vii. 26 with ini) i 


20 Umepqiov ° ° 


UTOVvoE@ . . . ° 


Total 


e 


‘We’ Rest 
§§ of Acts. 
I 4 
I I 
I I 
2 I 
I 3 (?) 
I I 
I I 
I 4 
3 2 
I 3 
I 2 
28 46 


e£wOéw is omitted because the reading in xxvii. 39 is doubtful, 
and xarapépw because it is used in such different senses. 


ii. Words and phrases found only in the ‘We ’-Sections 
and Luke, with or without the rest of Acts also— 


avayoua = ‘embark’ >. 
dvadaivopa 
dvevpioko 
darod€ xopat 
5 arotwacc@ . > 

dnre = kindle ; é 
Suicrnpe . . : . ‘ 
efijs ‘ ; : , 
npépa with etter 

10 xatuxo\ovbew . , ; : 
KaTarinre 
Gpuréo . - . ; 
mapaBiagopa . ‘ ‘ ‘ 
oraGeis, orabevres, -vra . 

15 ocvvaprate ; 
TuvpiadKes 
7h €xonevn (cf. also Acty xiii. Fe ). 


Total 


1 Elsewhere the preposition is omitted. 


‘We’ 


§§ 
II 


Tae cy aed er eee ee ee ee ee 


wo 
° 


Rest 
of Acts. Luke. 

2 I 
I 
Sot I 
4 2 
I 
3 
eee 2 
I 2 
3 3 
I 
I I 
I 2 
I 
5 i; 
2 I 
3 2 
I I 
23 28 


2 On this and other notes of time see Harnack, Acts of App., E. T., pp. tof., 


31-4. 


3 See Prof. Burkitt’s interesting comparison of the‘ We’-Sections with the 
only account of a voyage in the third Gospel, viz. in viii. 22-5 (op. cit., p. 112). 
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iii. Words and phrases found in the ‘ We’-Sections and also 
used predominantly, though not exclusively, in the rest of 
Acts or Luke or either of them— 


‘We’ Rest Rest 
§§ of Acts. Luke. of N.T. 

4} 

10 II 

I 

I 

2 


N 


avahapBave 
drras * 
drooTde 
aroros 
5 BovAn 
diaréyoua . 
dtavoiyo , 
Swavcalo  . , : é 
dtarpiBo 
10 ede . . 
clover : ‘ 
emi with acc. of time 
ertBaiva 
eT Leva 
15 émiminto 
emurper@ 
npéepa T. aufero, -toy ° 
Geis, Oévres, Terres Ta yovara 
ixavds 7 : - ‘ 
20 Kaxeidev ; 
KarayyeAho : 
KaTavTd@ ‘ 
KaTépxopat . 
EeviCo, used of receiving strangers 
and of lodging : 
25 épapa . 
TAE® . ; 5 ; 
Tuyxavo with fen. 
Umép TOU 6vdpatos ; : 


wo = 
co 


4 


oe 


e 


_ 


loon 
Se eN ewe W eNO RO HH OK NHN SO 


SH Ors BRON ? 


_— 
Om Ow hwrwwunnd bd ONBR AH DNDN CONF HO DD 
N 


. 
. 
—~ 


SOPhHUB eH HN HRM HO NP HNN HB 


Oo + 


w 


Boe ere 
eo! 
= 


Total . 129 47 


ON 
ros) 

bo 
Be 


1 Only in Pauline Epistles, except that dvaAapBavw occurs also in 
Appendix to Mark, and émpévw in Pericope de Adultera. 

2 The readings are often uncertain as to mas and amas. 

8 Only in Pauland Heb. 4 Only in Heb. 

5 The places referred to are Acts xvi. 18 ; xx. 9, 11 3 xxvii. 20; xxviii. 6 ;— 
Acts iii. 1; iv. 5; xiii. 31; xvii.2 ; xviii. 20; xix. 8, 10, 34;—Lk x. 35; 
xviii. 4 3;—Mt ix. 15; Rom vii. 1; 1 Cor vii. 39; Gal iv. 1; Heb xi. 30; 
2 Peti. 13. 

5 yuépa is expressed in these places only: it is understood in Mt 
xxvili. 1; Mk xvi. 2, [9]; Lk xxiv. 1; Jn xx. 1; Acts xx. 7; 1 Cor 
xvi, 2. The two non-Lucan instances referred to above are Jn xix. 31; 
Xx. 19 (?). * See also in Subsidiary List of Lucan words, p. 27. 
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Observe also the ‘ Litotes’ of ob with an adjective or adverb (as 
ov perpiws, ovk dAiyov) 4 times in ‘ We ’-Sections (xx. 12; xxvii. 14, 
20; xxviii. 2), 12 times in rest of Acts (i. 5; xii. 18; xiv. 28; 
XV. 2; XVil. 4, 12,275 XIX. II, 23, 243 XXi. 39; XxXvVi. 19), twice 
in Luke (vii. 6; xv. 13), rare in rest of N. T. (Thayer refers to Jn 
ii. 125 ili. 34 only,’ besides 2 Cor ii. 11 where a verb is used). 


It must be remembered that all the words and phrases 
characteristic of Luke are excluded from this list, as having 
been already treated in this connexion (pp. 183 ff.) : other- 
wise it would have been a far longer list, and would have 
showed far more numerous correspondences between the 
‘We’-Sections and the other Lucan writings. 

Against all the above similarities we can only set a few 
expressions that are peculiar to these‘ We’-Sections. The 
only two of these to which any importance can be attached 
are mapawwew (xxvii. 9, 22) and zepiaipéw (xxvii. 20, 40; 
XxViii. 13 ?).? For ed@vdpouew (xvi. 11 ; xxi. 1), katdyeoOa of 
coming to shore (xxvii. 3; xxviii. 12; cf. Lk v. 11), wapa- 
A€youat (xxvii. 8, 13), wAdos (xxi, 7; xxvii. 9, 10), droTAdw 
(xxvii. 4, 7), and other such words are amply accounted for 
by the subject-matter. We do not find elsewhere ri érépa 
for ‘the next day’ (xx. 15 ?; xxvii. 3); but ‘the next day’ 
happens to be spoken of so much more often in the ‘ We ’- 
Sections than in any other passages of the same length 4 
that there is nothing remarkable in there being a larger 
variety of Greek phrases to express it. 

On the whole, then, there is an immense balance of 
internal and linguistic evidence in favour of the view that 
the original writer of these sections was the same person as 
the main author of the Acts and of the third Gospel, and, 

1 But see also od waxpay in Mk xii. 34; Jn xxi. 8. 

2 On the medical use of rapawéw see Knowling on xxvii. 22, or in Biblical 
World, xx. 376, referring to Hobart. 

3 mepiapew is also found in 2 Cor iii. 16 and Heb x. 11. 

4 It is spoken of in these 97 verses very nearly as often as in the whole 


of the rest of Acts, and considerably more often than in the whole of 
Luke. 
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consequently, that the date of those books lies within the 
lifetime of a companion of St. Paul. 


SECTION IV 


SUBSIDIARY NOTICE OF THE SIMILARITY BETWEEN THE 
LANGUAGE OF THE GOSPEL OF ST. LUKE AND OF 
THE PAULINE EPISTLES 


The identity of the third Synoptist with a friend and 
companion of St. Paul! which we have seen to be so 
abundantly proved by the language of Acts generally, and 
of the ‘ We’-Sections of it in particular, is confirmed and 
illustrated by some remarkable similarities between his 
Gospel and the Pauline Epistles. See also p. 196 (4). 

This again (cf. pp. 174-6) may be best shown by a com- 
parison with the other Gospels. 

A. An examination of the vocabularies of the Gospels 
gives the following results. There are— 

Thirty-two words found only in Matthew (or Matthew 
and Acts) and in Paul. 

Twenty-two words found only in Mark (or Mark and 
Acts) and in Paul. . 

One hundred and three words found only in Luke (or 
Luke and Acts) and in Paul. 

Twenty-one words found only in John (or John and 
Acts) and in Paul. 

The preponderance in the case of Luke is surely very 
significant. Lists of the words are given below. 

There are about 78 words found only in Acts and Paul, 
besides the 44 of the above 103 which are found also in 
Luke, as shown on the next two pages. 


1 Cf. Col iv. 14; 2 Tim iv. 11; Philem 24. From Dr. Hobart’s work 
on The Medical Language of St. Luke (Dublin, 1882) may be selected some 
forcible indications that the writer of Luke and Acts was an iarpdés 
(Col iv. 14). 
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B. Referring to the lists of ‘characteristic words and 
phrases ’ of the three Synoptists given on pp. 4-23, we see 
that of the 95 of Matthew, 48, or sligiitly more than half, 
are found in Paul; of the 41 of Mark, 19, or slightly 
less than half, are found in Paul; of the 151 of Luke, gg, or 


very nearly two-thirds, are found in Paul. 





Thirty-two words found in Matthew (with or without 
Acts also) and Paul only :— 


> , 
axabapoia 
dképatos 
dxpacia 
dpa * 
dpéptpvos 

> , 
avarAnpdw 


un 


eae 2 * 
amdavrno.s 
amévaytt (?) * 
derypatica 

10 dnAos 
2 ee 
eKTOs 





15 


20 


ehadpéds 
eEaipew 
emrionpos 
Kepapevs 
peupios 
popds (?) 
vikos 
ddnyds * 
oduppds 
oxynpos 
dws 





25 


30 


opeirh 
opeiAnpa 
madivyevecia t 
mapektos * 
mAaTuve 
rapos 

vorepos (?) t 
xarerds + 
Wevdopudprus 


@patos * 


Twenty-two words found in Mark (with or without Acts 
also) and Paul only :— 


aBBa 
dAakalo 
dpdprnpa (?) 
amom\avaw + 
5 amoorepéw 
adppoovyn 
dxeuporroinros 
elpnvevo 





Io 


15 


é£auris * 
> , 
eEopvoco@ 
> ar 
evKALpEw 
evkaipws t 
> , * 
€VTXNLOV 
¢ , 
n0eas 
Trepipéepa 
TpodapBara 





20 


One hundred and three words found in 


without Acts also) and Paul only :— 


adndos 
aidvidios (ev. 


WH in Luke) 


aixpadariCeo 
> , 
avata@ 

5 avdbepa * 





Io 


> , * 
avakpive 

> , 
avaXick@ 

> , 
avadv@ 

> ’ * 
avaTréum@ 
ayénros 
dvowa ¥ 





15 


Tpookaprepew * 
THpPwCts 
ocvvarobynaKe 
Tpopmos 
brodéopat * 
borépynots 


Luke (with or 


avrarddopa 
avTarrokpivopat 
dyriketpat 
dyTikapBavopat * 
dretOns * 
dmokpUnT@ 


ee ee ee ee eee 
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drodoyéopat * 
dpa * 

20 dpotpid@ 
doddieta * 
arevifo * 
arorros * 
axapioros T 

25 Buwrekds 
Bvbi¢eo t 
Sexrds * 
diayyéAXw * 
Siatpéw 

30 Stepunvedo (?) * 
ddypa * 
duvaorns * + 
évypapopat 
evdokos 

35 evKakéw 
é£arroaTéAXw * 
eEovoralo 
eTratvew 
émravarravopat 

40 éredn * 
eréx@ * 
émtpedeopat TF 
emipaive * + 
epyacia * 

45 evyevns * 
epiornp 
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(aypew T 
(woyovew * + 
novxate * 

50 kakoupyos t 
Karayw * 
kara&idopat * 
karevOuvo 
karnxéo * 

55 xwduyevo * 
kpatawdopat 
KUpLEV@ 
pedn 
peOiornu, -oTdave * 

60 pedvoxopat 
pepis * 
perabid@pe 
pitpa 
vopod:dackados * t 

65 olkovopia 
éntacia * 
éavdrns 
owaroy 
mayis 

70 tavotrhia 
mavoupyia 
Tavres * 
mapako\ovbéw (?) t 
matpia * 

75 mepiroeonae * + 








mAnpopopew 
mpeo Bute prov * + 
mpeaBurns 
mpoddrns * + 

80 mpokér7Te@ 
mukvos (2) * + 
ovyde * 
KON Ew 
orovdaiws 

85 oreipos 
ovvarrihapBavopat 
cvver bia * 
ovvevdokew * 
ovvkabivo 

90 ovvKieiw 
ovvoxn 
ovyxaipo 
coparikds T 
oa@rnptoy * 

95 tmoorpéedw (?) * 
tremula 
borépnpa 
pirdpyupos t 
dpos 

100 pdvynots 
xapigopuar * 
xapirow 


Wadpsds * 


Also the form ovcis * (for ovdeis) may be noted; and 16 eipnpévoy * 
used of quotations (p. 33). 


Twenty-one words found in John (with or without Acts 
also) and Paul only :— 


dvatpéde (?) 
dvépxopat 
didaxrés 
ehevbepdw 

5 “EAAny 
Cyrnots * + 
*Iupanveitns * 


katnyopia t 
paivopa * 

10 vount 
ddo.ropia 
dos 
omov 
opi 








15 mapapv0eopa 
mepiiornue t} 
TepiToun * 
madds 
Toots 

20 ovvnbeta 


Woxos * 


1 Used, however, in very different senses. 
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Words marked thus * are found in Acts also. [As to Matthew 
or Mark or John there is no significance or importance in the fact 
that the words are found in Acts also; but it is stated for the sake 
of comparison with Luke, in which case the fact does require to be 
noticed. | 

+ Only in Fusion Epistles. 


Note on the Relation between Luke, Acts, Paul, 
and Hebrews. 


It is also interesting to notice, as an additional link 
between Luke, Acts, and Paul, that they are very much 
more closely connected in language with the Epistle to the 
Hebrews than the other Gospels are. The following figures 
show this :— 

Four words are found only in Matthew and Hebrews (besides 
évOtunors and raipos, which are also in Acts’). 

Five words are found only in Mark and Hebrews (there being 
none which are also in Acts). 

Sixteen words are found only in Luke and Hebrews (besides 
nine which are also in Acts). 

Four words are found only in John sed Hebrews (besides éyéés, 
which is also in Acts). 

Twenty-two words are found only in Acts and Hebrews. 

Forty-six words are found only in Paul and Hebrews. 


It may be well to give the words, so far as concerns the 
Gospels and Acts :— 


In Matthew and Hebrews only :—éAenpor, thews, cvvréheta, TpiBodos. 

In Mark and Hebrews only :—dmoBadd\o, Bamricpds, ExoBos, 
eUkatpos, OAoKaUTwpa. 

In Luke and Hebrews :—dvop6é t, dvwrepov, amadd\doow {, amo- 
ypapopa, dorpov t, diaBaivw t, StariBewat, exdeima, evoxdéw, evOeros, 
nxos t, tepareia, iAdoKopat, AUTpwots, péroxos, Tadatd@, TavTeAns, Tapadt- 
ova t, mapinut, mapotxew, troXitns t, méppwbev, cvvartdw {, redeiwors, pre. 
(The 9 words marked { are also in Acts, the remaining 16 are in 
Luke and Hebrews only.) 

In John and Hebrews only :—ynpdoxa, éAarrdéa, taxe00r (?), Vaowros. 


1 On the mention of Acts see the remark in square brackets above, which 
applies here also. 


area 
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In Acts and Hebrews only :—dyxupa, dvadéxopat, dvabewpéw, dpxnyss, 
dodXevtos, doreios, BonBea, eiverus, Evrpopos, emiarerw, epvOpds, éawrepos, 
Kaito, Kardmavots, katanave, xatrapevyw, kepddaov (but in different 
senses), dp6ds, mapofvapes, marpidpxns, axeddv, dmapkis (see also the 
nine words marked t above). _ 


It may also be noticed that there are— 


(2) nine words occurring in Luke, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, 
Viz. d&iow, apiornur, Siayapripoua, expevyo, xaréxo,' dpife, mapdkAnots, 
TUyXaI'@, xplo ; 

(6) and ten words in Luke, Paul, and Heb only, viz. duepmros, 
dvraTrodid@pt, dmdKeipat, dmohUTpwots, KaTapyéew, KOiTN, eLTovpyia, potxds, 
taéis, Toivuy * | 

(c) and it may be added that there are seventeen words found 
in Acts, Paul, and Heb only, viz. dAAdoow, dvayxaios, dvinus, aopadys, 
éupévo (in Paul and Heb from LXX), évruyyave, énidecis® (always 
with xeipav), Aecroupyéw, petarapBdvw,® vuvi, -mepratpéw, meprépxopat,® 


? 


mixpia, mov (?), mpoogopd, oxAnpivw, imrocrA\Xo. 
pia, poopopd, ox\np 


But such cases are much fewer when we turn to the other 
Gospels, there being none in Matthew, Acts, Paul, and Heb 
only, and two in Matthew, Paul, and Heb only, viz. perape- 
Aouat and mpémm ; one in Mark, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, 
viz. mapadéxowat,® and one in Mark, Paul, and Heb only, viz. 
dvayivnokw ; three in John, Acts, Paul, and Heb only, viz. 
dvw, Swped, UL0d~m, and two in John, Paul, and Heb only, 


viz. ékdoowr, Aarpela.* 


1 For xareixero in Jn v. 4 is not reckoned. 

2 See also the references to mapa = beyond on p. 45. 

3 The Pauline employment of these four words is in the Pastoral Epistles 
only. 

* If with Tisch we read rayecov in 1 Tim iii. 14, that word must be added 


here, and withdrawn from the above short list of words in John and 
Heb only. 


HAWKINS O 
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DIVISION II 
ON THE SMALLER ADDITIONS IN ST. LUKE’S GOSPEL 


The ‘ peculiar’ portions of St. Luke’s Gospel, which are 
enumerated on p. 15, and which amount to about 499 
verses,! are those which seem to imply the use of a source 
or sources (probably written) which Matthew and Mark did 
not use. But, besides them, there are many shorter passages 
in this Gospel to which the other Synoptists have no 
parallels. The most important of these amount to about 
113 verses, viz. :—Lk iii. 1, 2; 5,6; 15; 18; 190, 20a; iv. 
1@; 190; 14@; 153 Vv. 1705.39; vi. 11:23 19.03.3903 oe 
34, 375, 38a; vil. 3a, 4, 5,6,7@; 10; 20, 21; 29, 30; viii. 
126; ix.9d; 18a; 286, 29a; 43,444; x. 84; 25, 26; xi. 
I; 36; 40,41; 443 45, 46@; 53,54; xii. 1a andd; 294; 
3%, 334; 35-8; 413 525 54,55(?); xiii. 22, 23; 25-7; 
xivi 25; XV. 3; xvi. 90, 4; 53 20-23 90; 97. 43xVEL 
310; 343 43905 Xix0983 973 xx.16 6; 264; o6as See 
366, 380; 39; xxi. 12@; 18; 19; 216,22; 256; a6e. 
34-6; 37,38; xxii. 3a; 15; 196, 20; 40; 43,44; 450; 
485; 49; 61a; 65; 66a; 67,68; xxiii. 2; 4-6; 14-16; 
226,233 34@; 45a; 48; 51a; 530; 56; xxiv. 4a; 50; 
7, O08} 103 225 96.0; dos S167 52a 

If these 113 verses are added to the 499, the number is 
612, being more than half the 1,149 verses in the Gospel.” 

An attempt, which can only be tentative and to a large 
extent speculative,? will now be made to classify these 


smaller additions, and to suggest a possible or probable 
account of them. 


1 Including, of course, the 132 verses of chapters i and ii. 

2 In Westcott, Introd. to Study of Gospels, p. 195 (8th ed., 1895), the 
peculiar matter in Luke is estimated at 59 per cent. 

8 It is on this account that it has been placed so late in the book. A 
similar examination of the minor additions in Matthew failed to supply 
materials for such classification, 
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Luke may have retained, while Matthew omits, the occasions of 
sayings which they drew from a common source :—Lk xi. 1; 45, 
46 @; Xil. 41; Xili, 22, 23; Xiv. 25; xv. 31; xvil.6; 20-2; 37a; 
perhaps also x. 25,26. (Compare xi. 37, 38, in the list on p. 15: 
and see p. 161.) 


(2) 
Luke may have retained the original narrative in its fullness, 
while Matthew, after his manner, shortened it:—Lk vi. 17 a (?) ; 
vii. 3a, 4, 5, 6,74; 10; 20, 21. (See p. 158.) 


(¢) 
The following may be later insertions from other sources ; they 
are placed by WH in single or double brackets :—Lk v. 39; xxii. 
190, 20; 43, 443 XXll. 34 @> XxIvV..12; 360; 403 51d; 82.4. 


(7) 


The following may be either independent traditions, or variants 
of traditions preserved also elsewhere :—Lk vii. 29, 30 (cf. Mt xxi. 
32); xi. 40, 41 (cf. Mt xxiii. 25, 26); 44 (cf. Mt xxiii. 27, 28);_ 
xii, 1 (cf. Mt xvi. 6; Mk viii. 15); 35-8 (cf. Mt xxv. 6 and 
Mk xiii. 34-6) ; 52 (cf. Mt x. 36); [perhaps 54, 55, if Mt xvi. 
2, 3 is accepted as genuine ;] xiii. 25-7 (cf. Mt vii. 22, 23; xxv. 
II, 12); xvii. 3 0, 4 (cf. Mt xviii. 21, 22); xxi. 19 (cf. Mt xxiv. 13 ; 
Mk xiii, 13 0). 

(2) 

Among the additions which may be editorial, some bring out the 
prayerfulness which is assumed to be the constant habit of Jesus :— 
Lk vi. 12 4; ix. 18 a; 28 4, 29 a. See also iii. 21; v. 16; xi. 1. 


(f) | 
Others emphasize the right use of wealth, the duty of liberality, 
&c. :—Lk vi. 33, 34, 37 4, 38a; xil. 32, 33 a; and the mention of 
leaving a// in v. 11 and 28. (Compare, among the longer passages 
named on p. 15, Lk vi. 24-6; xii. 13-215; xiv. 1-14; 28-33; 
Xvi. I-12, 14, 15, 19-31 ; and perhaps viii. 1-3.) 


1 Perhaps also verses 1, 2: but cf. Mt ix. 10, 11; Mk ii. 15, 16; Lk v. 
29, 30. 
O 2 


‘ 
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(g) . 


Other such additions may be described as merely heightening the 
effect of the narrative. ‘The words of them are given here, so that 
they may be examined together :— 

Lk iii, 18 odd pev ody Kal érepa mapakahay ednyyediCero Tov Aady *, 

») lii. 19 6 kal wept wavrwy Sv éroingey movnpav 6 ‘Hp@dys. 

5) lil. 20 @ mpooéOnkev Kal TovTO emi maw. 

» Iv. 15 Kal avros edidackey ev tais cuvvaywyais avrav, So£aCépevos to 

Tavtov t. 

» V. 178 kat Sivas Kupiov jy eis 70 tac Oat airov. 

» Vi. 11 @ adrot dé edna Onoay avoias. 

» ix. 43.@ eEerAnocovto Sé ravres emt TH peyaderdtnte TOU Oeod TF. 

» 1X. 43.6 navrov S€ Oavpatdvtwy emi racw ois eroie tT. | 

» Xi. 53, 54+. Hpkavro of ypappareis Kat of Bapioaion Sewas évéxe 

Kal amootoparifery avroy mept mredvar, évedpevovtes adrov 
Onpedorai Tt €k TOD oTdpaTos avrod. 

» Xi Ta émiovvaybecav tov pupiddav tod bxAov, Sore Katarareiv 

addAndous. 

5) XVili. 43 8 kai was 6 ads Say Caxer aivoy rE bea t. 

» XIX. 37 #p€avro Grav 76 wANOos Tov paOntay xaiportes aivety tov Bedv 

hova peyady tept racy dy eidov Suvapewy t. 

5» Xxli. 61 a kal orpadeis 6 Kipos eveBreev re Tlérpo. 

yy» XXii. 65 Kal €repa odd BAaodnpodrtes Eeyor eis adréy *. 

»» XXlii. 48 Kal mavres of ovymapayevdpevoe BxAoL él THY Oewpiay rav- 

TV, «.. TUNTOVTES TA OTHON UmeaTpehor. 
yy» XXiv. 4 @ kal éyévero ev TO drropeto Oat aitas Tepi ToOvTOU. 
5. XXiv. 5 5 kal kAwwovoay 7a mpdo@ra eis THY yi. 


Compare with one another the passages marked * and + re- 
spectively, and observe the use of was or das 10 times in these 
17 short passages; also in v. 17 a. 

Perhaps some other additions, which have been left for class (2), 
might also have been placed here, e. g. Lk ili. 15; xx. 20 53 26a; 
xii. BS 0. 

(2) 

The following seem to be Pauline expressions, introduced by 
Luke because so familiar to himself :!—Lk viii. 12 5 (iva pp} mored- 

1 The only similarities named here are some of those in which the Epistles 
seem to have suggested the language of the Gospel: in numerous other 
cases the reverse of this appears to me more probable ; e. g. in 1 Cor vii. 34 f. 
there is almost certainly a reminiscence of Lk x. 39-41 ; and in Rom xii. 14, 


1 Cor iv. 12 of Lk vi. 28 (edAoyet7e not being genuine in Mt v. 44). The use of 
aOereiv in 1 Thes iv. 8 and Lk x, 16 may have originated in either. 


i 
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gavtes coOGow) ; x. 84 compared with 1 Cor x. 27 wav 1d mapari- 
Oéuevov ipiv é€oOiere, where the words are almost identical, though 
the object of the precept is different ; xx. 16 0 (ui yevorro being used 
only here, and Paul 14); xxi. 34-6 compared with 1 Thes v. 3, 
4 (aidvidtwos ... émiotarat krd.) ; Xxil. 53 0 9 e€ovaia rod oxérovs as in 
Coli. 13. And xxi. 18 recalls St. Paul’s spoken words as recorded 
in Acts xxvii. 34. 

(Thus also, in one of the longer passages peculiar to Luke, ch. 
XVili. I mdvrore mpocevxeoOa reminds us of 1 Thes Vv. 16, 17 mavrore 
xalpere, ddiadeintws mpocevxerOe.) 

(7) 

Other additions, of various kinds, which may be regarded as 
probably editorial :—Lk iii. 1, 2 (historical introduction fixing the 
date) ; 5, 6 (lengthening a quotation) ; 15; iv.1a@*; 134; 14a* 
V. 32 (cis perdvorar) ; ix. 9O+; 44 a; xi. 3643 xii. 290; xvii. 30; 
Xviii. 31 4; 34 (almost repeating ix. 45 which is parallel to Mk ix. 
32); xix. 28; xx.200; 26a; 35a}, 3651, 3841; 39; xxi.12¢; 
$i.05,-22 [5..95.0; 26 23: 37; 38 3; xxi. 3. 2 (ef. Jn xiii. 27) 3. 15 1; 
40; 456 dnd tis dvmns §); 480; 49; 664; 67,68; xxili. 2; 
4-6; 14-1613; 2206, 233; 45a (rod HAlov éxdelmortos); 51 a; 536 
(cf. Jn xix. 41); 56; xxiv. 7, 8a; 11. 3 


* Compare these two with one another. 

+ These two are connected with, and partly caused by, the 
account of Jesus being sent to Herod in xxiii. 7-12. 

{ These and perhaps other sayings included here may be derived 
from a special source, written or oral. 

§ An instance of Luke ‘sparing the Twelve’: see p. 121, note. 
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APPENDIX A TO PART III 


(see p. 135) 
THE SYNOPTISTS AND THE SEPTUAGINT 


Tue degree of familiarity of the Synoptists respectively with the 
LXX may to some extent be inferred from the proportions of the 
words peculiar to each of them which the LXX contains and does 
not contain.’ Therefore lists of the words confined to each Gospel 
and to Acts have been drawn up on the following pages, the 
mark * being placed against those which are not found in the LXX 
(including of course the apocryphal as well as the canonical books).’ 

Judged by this test, Mark is considerably the least familiar with 
the LXX; for out of the 71 words peculiar to him, as many as 31, 
being about five-twelfths, or not very much less than one-half, are 
marked *. 

Matthew occupies an intermediate place; for in this case there 
are 112 peculiar words, out of which 36, or slightly less than one- 
third, are marked *. 

Luke shows most familiarity with the LXX, for in his Gospel 
there are 261 peculiar words, of which only 73, being about two- 
sevenths, or rather more than one-fourth, are marked *. 

And if we take with the words peculiar to the third Gospel those 
which occur in it and in Acts, but nowhere else, the whole number 
amounts to 319, out of which 80, or almost exactly one-fourth, 
are marked *. 

It is true that among the 413 words peculiar to Acts a larger 


1 This is by no means the only test. I have ascertained, though the proofs 
cannot be given here, that the characteristically Lucan expressions (pp. 16 ff.) 
are in very much more frequent use in LX X than the Matthaean, and these 
again in considerably more frequent use than the Marcan. See, for instances, 
the notes on “IepovoaAnp (p. 18), eiui with dative (pp. 38 f.), and ovpavds, 
ovpavoi (pp. 52f.). In Plummer’s Commentary will be found numerous notices 
of Luke’s ‘ Hebraisms’ (see the Index, s. v. Hebraisms); and if these are 
carefully examined it will be found that in very nearly, if not quite, every 
case they agree with the LXX, and therefore do not imply any knowledge 
of Hebrew or Aramaic. 

* The other Greek versions of the O. T. are not taken into account. 
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proportion is absent from the LXX, for 154, being more than 
one-third of them, are marked*. But the list of the words will 
show that this excess is completely accounted for by the difference 
of subject-matter, which in Acts calls for the use of many nautical 
and other terms for which there was no occasion in narratives of 
which the scene was almost exclusively Palestinian. 

Words marked *+ are non-Classical: see p. 207. 

The figures 2, 3, &c., in the following lists mean that the word 
occurs sO many times in the Gospel to which it is peculiar: the 
absence of any figure implies that the word occurs only once. 

Proper names, numerals, and Hebrew or Aramaic words are 


omitted. 
, Words peculiar to Matthew. 








dyyetov Bixdia * 65 KatamovTiCoua 2 
ayyos éyepats KRTOSs 
GykioT pov 35 éyxpurTw kopBavas * + 
GO@os (7 2) eidéa kovoTwodia * + 3 
5 aipoppoeéw eipnvotro.ds * Kpupaios 2 

aiperiCw éxAdprrw 70 KUpuLvov 
dkny * éutropia Kkavepy * 
dxpiBdw * 2 40 éumimpynu (2 Acts) parakia 3 
dppiBrAnoT pov évOvpéopa 2 peTtaipw 2 

10 dvaBiBaw efopkica HeTOLKECIa 4 
dvaitwos 2 éEwTepos T 3 75 plAcov * 
dvnOov * émyapBpedo + pucOdopat 2 
dmayxopat 45 émKabiCw vopmiopa 
dmovintw émiopkéw voooiov 

15 Bapvripos * (?) émomeipw * oixereia * 
Bacanorns * épev-yopua 80 oixiakds * + 2 
Barradoyéw * + épifw dAvyomaria * + 
Biaorhs * + 50 épiquoy (? Lk) ovap * 6 
Bpoxh + 2 ETaipos 3 ovdapas 

20 Sainwr evdia (2?) maydevw “+ 
danov (Sdvecoy Tisch) evvoew : 85 mapadadacotos 
deiva * evvouxica * + 2 Tapopoace (2) * + 
déopn 55 evpvxwpos mapoyis * 2 (2 1) 
dianradapicw * + (.Cavcov * + 8 TAaTUs 

25 SiakwArAdw Pavpaccos modvAoyia 
diadAdo copa OepiaTns 2 90 mpoBiBacw 
diacapéw 2 Ovpdopa mpopbdvw 
5idpayx pov 2 60 idTa * Truppaga * + 2 (22) 
défo50s Kaba pani¢a 2 

30 duerHs KaOnyntns * 2 caynvn 
KuaTalw * 2 KarabepatiCw * + 95 geAnuidcopa * + 2 
Sivricw + KaTapavOava otiards * 
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oraThp * 
cuvaipw 3 
ovvavgavopa 
100 ouvTddow 3 
TaddavTov 14 


Tapn 


TeAEUTH 

tpameCeitns * 
105 TUpopa * 

opate 

pvyn 

udakrnpiov * 
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IIO xAapus 2 


Yevdopuaprupia * 2 
Ybropa 


Total 112, of which 36 are marked * as not in LXX, and 18 are 
marked t+ as being non-Classical. 

Besides proper names and numerals and the Aramaic word 
pad, the words rpimnya and nuit are omitted as not being in 
WH’s text, though the evidence for them seems strong. 

Of the above 112 words, 81 are used only once; 21 are used 
twice; 6 are used three times ; and 4 are used four times or oftener, 
and are therefore treated among the ‘characteristic words and 


phrases’, pp. 4-8. 


Of the words peculiar to Matthew five-sevenths, and of the words 
peculiar to Mark and to Luke six-sevenths, are used only once. 


dy pevw 

GAaXdos 3 
drextpopavia * + 
dAAaxod * 

5 dupiBadaAw 
dpupodov 
avakvaAiw * 
dvados * 
dvarndaw 

10 dvacrevd tw 
amédnpos * 
dmoareyatw * 
deppifa * 2 
“yvacevs 

15 SvoKodos } 
eirev * 2 
éxOapBéopa + 4 
éxOavpacw 
éxtrepiaows * + 

20 évayKadifopa + 2 
éverkéw 
évvuxa * + 
éfamva + 
émpamrrw * + 


Words peculiar to Mark. 


25 émovvtpéxw * + 
écxatws * 
OapBéoua 3 
Ovyarpiov * 2 
KkataBapivw 

30 KaTadiwKw 
KaTaKkonTw 
Karevroyéew 
KaToiknots 
KevTupiov * + 3 

35 Kepadidw 
KvALopat 
Kwpomods * 
pnkivopua 
poytAdAos 

40 pupitw * 
vouvexas * 
féarns * 
ova * + 
matd.0ev 

45 mapdpoos * 
TE PLT pEXW 
mpacia 2 





mpoavAoy * 





5° 


55 


60 


65 


Tmpopepipvdw * > 
mpooaBBarov + 
mpookepdAaiov - 
mpocoppigoua * 
T poo Topevopat 
mvp 

oKwAné . 
opupvica * + 
omekovdAaTwp * + 
oTac.iacTns * + 
oTiBas * 

OTiABw 
oupméatoy 2 
avvOriBw 2 
ovvAuTéopat 
avoonpov 
Tndavyas (or 5A.) * 
Tpica * 
Tpupahia + 
brepnpavia 
bmeprepiaoas * + 
troAnvioy + 


XaAxiov 


1 But all three Synoptists have dvoxdAws. 
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Total 71, of which 31 are marked * as not in LXX, and 19 are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 

Of the above 71 words, 60 are only used once; 7 are used twice ; 
and 4 are used three times or oftener, and are therefore treated 
among the ‘characteristic words and phrases’, pp. 12, 13. 

Besides numerals, proper names, and 5 Aramaic words (p. 130), 
Oavdcipos * is excluded from this list as being only found in the 
Appendix (xvi. 18), and éfovderéw + as being only another form of 
eLovbeveo. 

Perhaps we¢j should be added, as mefoi may be the right reading 
in Mt xiv. 13. Kvarw is omitted, because it occurs also in Perzc. 


de Adult., Jn viii. 6, 8 (?). 


Words peculiar to Luke (Gospel only). 








ayKadn 30 dn0bAiBa yeAaw 2 
dypa * 2 drokeiw Yipas 
dypaviéw * dmropaccopa * 60 dSaxrvALos 
drywvia (2?) dmopia daviorns 

5 &Opoica dmocropatica * daravn 
aig@avopat 35 anopixw diaBadrdAw 
aix uadAwrTos dphv diaryoy yw fw + 2 
ddAdoyerns + d por pov 65 dvaypynyopéw * + 
dmedoupyés dpxiredAwyns * + Siaxadaipw * 

10 apace GoTpanTw 2 diadadéw * 2 
dvaBrefis + 40 dowrws* (adj. in diadeinw 
avadegis LXX) Siapepio pos 
dva@nyua (?) GTeKvos 2 70 diavedw 
dvadia aTep 2 diavdonpa 

15 dvaAnpyis * avoTnpds 2 SiavuKrepevw 
dvdameipos * + 2 avténtns * duaTrparypatevopa * 
dvaracoopa * 45 apavTos * diacelo 
dvaow éw ddpos * 75 Siarapaccopa * 
dvéxXetrTos * dgpunvéw * + diapvAdoow 

20 avevdextos * Badtvw “ diaxwpiCopar 
dv@oporoyéopat BaddAdyriov 4 Sunynas 
dvTiBaddrAw 50 Bdros (measure) + 50x 2 
dvTiKadéw * BAnrtéov * + 80 dpaxpy 3 
dvtTimapépxopar *} 2 Bedévn * duaBdoraktos + 

25 avrimepa * Bodn (? Mt) 
dmautéw Bovvds 2 éa 
amaptio pes * 55 Bpwopos edapicw 
dred ri Can Biaoos Oia 
dmodexateva 1 * + yaploropa * 85 éxxoplfopa * 


1 But the other form dwodexaréw occurs Matthew 1, Luke 1, Hebrews 1, 


and is read by R here. 
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go 


Ioo 


105 


110 


115 


120 


125 


130 


éxxpépopa (or -apar) 
éxpuntnpicw + 2 
exTEAEw 2 
éxxwpéw 
éAndopa * 
éuBadrdAw 
évdéxopat 
éverpe 
évxadeTos 
évivos 

évvevw 
éfarTéopar * 
éfaotpanrw + 
émaOpoiCopa: * 
émraTéw 2 
énavépxopat 2 
ére:dnTEp 
émecoépxopat 
émexpive 
émaAcixw * + 
émipedrAds 
émmopevopat 
émaTio pods 
émoratns 7 
émiaxvw 
émixéw 

evye (2) 
evepyéeTns 
evpopew * 
épnpepia + 2 
Cedyos 2 
HryeHoveda * 2 (2) 
Hyepovia 
Hpbavns 
Bewpia 

Onpetoo 
BopuBatw * + 
Opavw 
OpépBos * (2?) 
Oupudw 

idpws (2?) 
iepateva 
ixpas 
isdyyedos * + 
iows 
KabotAiCopat 
KkaTaBaots 
KaTadéw 
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140 


145 


150 


155 


160 


165 


170 


175 


180 


KaTakrlvw 5 
KaTakpnpuviCa 
KatariOalw * + 
Kkataveva * 
KaTamAéw * 
KaTacvpw 
Karacpaca 
Karavixw 
Képapos 
Kepatiov * 
Kduvidiov * 2 
Krusia 
kompia 
Ké77ptov 
Kopag 
Képos 
KpaiTradn * 
WH) 
Kpvarn * + 
Aapmpas * 
Aageurds + 


A€los 


(per. 


Ajpos 
AvatTerAéw 
pevouv 

pepioths * + 
perewpiCouat 
ploOros 3 

pve 7 

puArukées * + 
vooo.d 

vooods 

65evw 

oikovopew 
opBpos 

évevdos 

émrés 

dpetvds 2 (dpivds WH) 
opOpicw + 

6pO pivdés 

ovaia 2 

opus 
navdoxetov * 
travdoxevs * 
navTrAndei * 
mrapadofos 
mrapakadéCopar * + 
TapaKadvmTTopat 
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185 


195 


200 


205 


210 


215 


220 


225 


Pt. III 


mrapaA.os 
mapaThpyats * 
TrapeuBarrAw (?) 
nrapOevia 
medivés 
mevixpos 
mEepiant® 

me pixpvTTm * + 
TreptkuKAdw 

Te piorkea * 
Teplokos 
Treptomaopat 
myyavov * 
mela 
mivakis.ov * 
7An ppv pa + 
TpayyLaTevopua 
TpaKkTwp 2 
mpeoBeia 2 
mpopedeTaw * 
mpocavaBaivw 
mpoodaravaw * ++ 
mpocepyacopua * 
Tpoomoréopat 
mpoopyyvupe * + 2 
mpoopavw * 
Tpopépa 2 
TTO€OpaL 2 
mTv0ow * 
pnypa 

oddos 

oikepa + 
oud a * + 
o.TevTos 3, 
ovTopeT prov * + 
TKATTW 3 
oKIpTaw 3 
oKvdov 

copés 
omapyavéw 2 
oTLyLA 
otpatdomedov 
ouyyevis * + 
avykupia * 
ovkdpuvos 
ovkopopéa * + 
ovKopayréw 2 
ovddAoyiCopat 
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ovppwvia 

230 ovverpe (ely) * 
ovvKEahuTT@ 
ovveataTibepat 
ouvKvT TO 
cvvodia 

235 ovvmapayivopa 
ouvTint® 
ouvTvyxavo 
ovvpvopat 
Tehecpopéw 

240 TeTpaapxéw * |} 





TETpaTAdos * 
Tpavpa 
Tpuyov 
i-ypés 
245 vdpwmds * 
imepexxvvvopat t 
broxpivopya 
brootpavvtw 
broxwpéw 2 
250 pdparyé 
parr 4 
rdoverkia 





203 


poBnO pov 
ppovipws * (adj. in 
LXX) 
255 xdpat 
xao pa 
xopés 
xpd («ixpny) 
XpeoperrAerns + 2 
260 Ywxw* + 


gov 


Total 261, of which 73 are marked * as not in LXX, and 38 are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 
Of these 261 words, 221 are only used once ; 30 are used twice ; 
5 are used three times; 5 are used four times or oftener, and are 
therefore treated among the ‘characteristic words and phrases’, 


pp. 16-23. 


There is also much evidence for dvarriaca, Sevrepédrporos * +, and 


poyis, but they are not in WH’s text. 


in App. fo Mark (xvi. 18). 


BAdrre is omitted, being also 


Words found both in Luke and Acts, but peculiar to them. 


aittoy * 3+1 
> , 
avadeiKvupe 
dva(nréw 21 
dvarabiCa * 
dvaoTaw 
dvapaivopa 
> 7 
dvevupioka 


or 


avteitov 
dmoypapnh 

10 dmodéxopat 2 +5 
admorwaooa 
Siatropéw * 1 + 3 
duarnpéw 
diiornpe 24+ 1 

15 duocxupiCopa * 
5iodever 
5ovAn 2+1 
édAauwy + (2) 2+1 
évayti + 

20 évayTiov 3+2 





évedpeva 
évraxvw (2? Lk) 


25 émpBiBavw 2+1 


émipavéw 1+3 
émxeipew I +2 
éomépa I+4+2 
evAaBys 1+ 3 

30 €vTéYws 
OapBos 2+1 
iaoius 1+2 
Kadegqs * 2+3 
Kadinut 1+ 3 

35 wa0dT. 2+4 
KaTakdelw 
KatakoXovbew 
Katamintw I -+ 2 
KAaots * 


40 KpaT.oTos 1+3 





Aowpds 
d5vvdopar 3+1 
OpirAéw 242 
TrapaBidCopae 

45 TepiAdpro 
mpoBadrrAw 
mponopevopat 
mpoadoxia 
mpovTapxw 

50 orpatnyds 2+8 
orpatia (?) 
ovyyéevera 142 
ovvapTaga I +3 
ouvBddAAav 2+4 

55 obveyue (elu) (2) 
cuvmAnpdw 2+1 
TpavpariCa 
Tpaxvs 


Total 58, of which 7 are marked * as not in LXX, and two are 
marked + as being non-Classical. 
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Where no numbers are given, there is but one occurrence of the 
word in Luke and one in Acts, which is the case in 30 instances 
out of the 58. 

There is also considerable evidence for dvarpépa in Luke iv. 16, 
though it is not adopted by WH. “Op@pos is omitted, because 
occurring also in Perzc. de Adult., Jn viii. 2. 


Words peculiar to Acts. 


d-yaoupyéew * + dmedeypds * + devordaipwv * 
ayo pes 40 dmepitpntos 5eftoAaBos * + 
dyvworos dmoxatdoracts * deapopvaAat * + 
d-yopaios * dmoninra 80 Seapwrns 
5 dypapparos * dro éw * Sevrepatos * 

aitiwpa * + dmopinta Snunyopéw 
dxataxp.tos * + 45 amopbéyyoua djpos 
dx piBea dmopoptiCopar * 5npdoros 
dxpiBhs apyupokémos 85 diayivwoKnw 

10 dxpoatnpiov * dprépov * + 5idyvwos 
dxwruTws * dpxtepatikes * + diadéxopar 
dAlorynpa * + 50 donpos 5:adoyxos 
ddAdHvAOS do.ria * duaxarerA€yxopar * + 
dpdptupos * doutos * go Siarotw 

15 dyvvopa doKéw duadexTos 
dvaBaé pds adopévors diadvopat 
dvaBdaddAopau 55 dacov * diapaxopat 
dvaBodn dovppwvos diavépopua 
dvadibwpu avyn 95 diavdw 

20 dvaipeois avréxeip * diatAéw * 
dvax pois apeddrns * + diarovéopat 
avayTipntos * 60 dgufis dampios 
dvayTipntws * dipve diacmeipw 
dvareiOa ayAvs * 100 didoTnpa 

25 dvacKevd cw * Baots diaTerA€w 
dvatpépa (?) Bia diapevyw 
avawugrs 65 Biatos diapbopa 
aveTacw + Biwots Siaxetpi Copa * 
avevderos * + BodiCw * + 105 diaxAeva tw * 

30 dvOumaros * Bpadvmd0€w * + drevOvpeopa * + 
avo.kodopew Bpixw Siepwrdw * 
ayrixpus * 70 Bupaevs * + deria * + 
avrininry Bopds 5:0adAaa aos * 
avropbadpéw * ala 110 dicaorHs 

35 dvwrepixds * yepovaia duomernhs * 
dracna Copa yAevKos 5:dpOwpa * 
Gece (edu) 75 yvworns + ducevréprov * 
dmeAatva Secordarpovia * SwdexapvaAoy * + 
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115 


I20 


125 


éyxAnua * 
édacpos 
eloxad€éopat * 
ciomniaw 
eloTpexw 
éxBoan 
exdinyeopar 
éxdoTos 
éxeioe 
éxOapBos 
exOeros * 
éxxodupBaw * 


| éxAadew 


130 


135 


140 


145 


160 


éxmré utr 
éxmndaw 
éxmrAéw * 
éxmrAnpdw 
éxTrAnpwots 
éxomea (2) * 
éxTapacow 
exTevera 
éxTidepa 
exyoxw 
éAevais * 
éuBiBacw 
éupaivopar * + 
évdens 


évvTv.ov 
évwriCopar + 
éfadAopat 
eferpe 

ef orb pevopar + 
éfopxiaths * 
éfox7 

efumvos 

ef wb ew 


reek , * 
éTAaKpoaopat 


émavaryKes * 
érrapxeia 
émavAis 
éreyei pa 
Emretpt 
émexewva 
émBovaAn 





émiyivopa 
émdnuew * 

165 émxédAAw * 
émxoupia 
émperAcca 
émveva 
énivowa 

170 émoxevafopat 


175 émpavys 


éaOnots 
evepyeTéw 
evOvdpopew * 
180 evOupos 
evOdpws * 
evTopéopat 
evropia 
evpaxvrwy * + 
185 evppoovvn 
épaddAopar 
CeveTnpia * + 
(nTnpa 
Odpoos 
190 ea 
Oeopaxos * + 
Bépyn 
Ovpopayxéw * 
iepdavaA os 
195 immeds 
Kaban * 
KaOnucpivds 
KdOdX0v 
KAKOIOIS 
200 Kapdioyvworns * + 
kapmopédpos 
Katayyedeus * + 
Karadikn 
KaTakAnpovopew + 
205 KaTdAo.Tos 
KaTavicoopna + 
KarapOpéw 
KaTao eta 
KatacopiCopat 
210 KkataoTéAAw 





215 


220 


225 


230 


235 


240 


245 


250 


KaTaoxeats + 
KaTaTpéxw 
KAT Ape pw 
KaTappovnrns + 
KaTeiowros * + 
Kkarepiotnu * + 
Karola 
kAwaptov * 
KOLT@V 

KoAup Baw * 
koAwvia, * + 
komreTés 
Koupica 
KTHTwp * 
AaKkrica * 
Aaumpdtns 
AdoKw * 

Aenis 
AtBeprivos * 
Auphy. 

Aip 

Adyios * 
Avpaivopa 
AuTpwrTns + 
paryedoo * 
payia * 
padnrpia * 
parpoOvpas * + 
pavia 
payrevopat 
paoriCw 
peyadeios 
peonuBpia 
peoroopat 
peraBadAopar 
peTaKad€éopat 
peTaréuTopat 
perokiCa 

pet pias * 
pndapas 
picbwpa 

poo xomoréw * + 
vavKAnpos * 
vaus 

veavias 
vewkdpos * 
ynatov * 
ddormopéw * 
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260 


270 


275 


280 


285 


290 


300 


395 


60dvn * 

otknpa 

oikod6 pos 
ouvéw 
dAoKAnpia + 
épdrexvos * 
érrdévopat 
épyua * 
dpobecia * + 
ovpayd0ev 
dxA€opat 
dxAoTroew * +: 
madnros * 
mavouKkel 
TavTAXT) 
mavTn 
napaBaddAw 
nrapabewpéopat * 
Tmaparvew 
mraparéyouat * 
Trapavopew 
mrapaTAéw * 
Tapadonpos 
Tapa eiva 
mapatuyxavea * 
Tapaxetpacia * 
mapevoxrew 
mapotxopca * 
mapoTpuva * 
TAT p@os 
meCevw * 
mretpaopat 
mepatépw (?) * 
TE pLagTpanTa + 
mepikparns + 

TE pipevan 

meépit * 

TE pLoXy 

Trepp yup 

TE pLT petra) 
TripTpn pt 

mA6os 

mviKros * 

mvOn 
moAirapxns * + 
moppupétrmAts * + 
mpnvns 
mpokarayyeAAw * + 





310 


320 


375 


330 


335 


340 


345 


35° 


mpoxnpvoow * 

7 poopae 

T pocaTeAéopat 
mpoodéopau 
mpoceda * + 
mpookAnpoopa * + 
mpookAivopat 
mpoodaréw 


5 mpdatevos * + 


mpoomnyvupu * 
mpooparws 
mpoowmoAnumTns * + 
mporeivw 
mpoTpéTopat 
mpox erpiCoucu 

1 poX el poTovew * 
mpepa * 
TpwrooTarns 
TpwTas * 

Tv wy * 

Trupa. 

paBdSovxos * 
padiovpynpa * 
padioupyia * 
pntwp * 
povvupa 

oavis 

oeBaoTds * 
o.dpios * + 
otpuxivOor * + 
o.riov 

oKagn 

okEeun 
oxnvorrods * + 
oxAnpotpaxnaros + 
oKxwdrnkdBpwros * 
omeppordyos * 
oréppa * 
oTEpedw 
ovyxuats 
oupynpiva 
ovvabpoiva 
cuvarifopa * 
ovvadAdcow * 
ovvdpopn 
ovvemTibepat 
ovvérropat 
ovvepioTn ut 
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355 


360 


36 


On 


37° 


375 


380 


385 


39° 


395 


400 
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ovvOpinrw * + 
ovveatraBaivw 
ouvearaynpiCopar* + 
ouviwéw * 
ovvKopiCa 
ovvodevw + 
ovvopiréw * 
ovvopopéw * + 
ouv ra perp 
ouvTepiAap Baye 
ovvnives 
our Tr Opes 
abvTpopos 

ou Kew, -KUVYw 
ovvwpodia * 
ovoTpopy 
oparyiov 
opodpas 
opvipov * + 
TXOAN 

TakTds 
Tapayxos 
TAaXLOTA 
TEKUNpLov 

Teo oapakovtaeTns * 
Tet pddiov * + 
TLMpew 
ToltXos 

Tpieria * 
TpiaTeyos * 
Tpotopopéw + 
rupavikds * + 
bmepetdov 
bmep@ov 
umnperéw 
itoBddAw 
bmoCavvupe 
irrovoeéw 
bmoTA ew * + 
bnonvéw * 
imoTpéexw * 
gpavracia 
pacts 
pirravOpwrws 
prrdaopos 
pirogppovas 


ppvdacow 
ppuyavov 
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pudakiva + xetparyaryds * Xpws 
purag xAeva tw x@pos * + 

405 xerpdCopar xépracpa av éopar * 
KEtparywryéw 410 xpovotpiBéw * 


Total 413, of which 154 are marked * as not in LXX and 66 are - 
marked * as non-Classical. 

If ’Acudpxns *, “EAAnuoris * +, TaBepyn * +, bépov * + were placed in 
this list instead of being excluded as proper names, and if xarjyopos 
were included notwithstanding the occurrence of xaryyep in Rev 
xii, 10, the number would be raised from 413 to 418. 


There is also good authority for dvayyepigona, though it is not in 
WH’s text. 


The use of Classical and non-Classical words by the Synoptists. 


After drawing up the above lists with reference to the LXX, 
I thought that it might be convenient to show on the same pages 
the relative proportions of Classical and non-Classical words among 
the words peculiar to each Synoptist. So, with Prof. Geden’s kind 
permission, I have transferred to those pages the mark t, which in 
Moulton and Geden’s Concordance denotes words ‘not in Classical 
Greek use’, which phrase is explained in their preface (p. x) as 
meaning that ‘the word in question does not occur in Greek writers 
earlier than the Christian era’. : 

Such words are found to occur in the following proportions 
among the words peculiar to the Synoptists respectively :— 

In Mark, they are 19 out of 71 words peculiar to him, i.e. very 
slightly more than one-fourth. 

In Matthew, they are 18 out of 112 words peculiar to him, i.e. 
rather more than one-seventh. . 

In Luke, they are 38 out of 261 words peculiar to his Gospel, 
i,e. almost exactly one-seventh. 

And if we add to the words peculiar to Luke’s Gospel those 
which are also found there and in Acts, the non-Classical words 
amount to 40 out of 319, i.e. almost exactly one-eighth. 

In Acts, they are 66 out of 413, or rather less than one-sixth. 

It thus appears that the non-Classical words (like the non- 
Septuagintal words) occur with considerably more frequency in 
the special vocabulary of St. Mark than in those of the other 
Synoptists. 
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APPENDIX B TO PART III 


(see p. 143) 


THE ALTERATIONS AND SMALL ADDITIONS IN WHICH 
MATTHEW AND LUKE AGREE AGAINST MARK 


Amone the 183 sections into which Tischendorf divides his 
Synopsis Evangelica, there are 68! which afford opportunities for 
comparing parallel portions of all three Synoptic Gospels. 

But of these 68 there are 10 (viz. §§ 14, 15, 17, 47,7 50, 56, 75, 
111, 134, 139) in which a considerable amount of matter, chiefly 
consisting of discourse, is found in Matthew and Luke, while it is 
absent from Mark. It seems reasonable, therefore, to suppose that 
in these sections, or in most of them (for perhaps §§ 14 and 15 and 
possibly § 17 must be otherwise accounted for *), the editors of 
Matthew and Luke turned to the Matthaean Logia, or some other 
such document (Q), in search of additional matter which should 
contain more of the teaching of Jesus than was supplied by Mark.‘ 

There remain 58 of Tischendorf’s sections which can be almost 
entirely accounted for by a free use of the Marcan source, with 
occasionally some short insertions made by Matthew and Luke 
independently of one another. These sections may be thus sub- 
divided into three classes :— 


1 There would have been 69, if, in § 132, Lk x. 25-7 had been printed 
opposite to Mk xii. 28-34; Mt xxii. 34-40, as it is in Synopticon, p. 88. 

2 With § 47, cf. § 91: Tischendorf’s arrangement is here less clear and 
satisfactory than usual. See Synopticon, pp. 17, 18. 

8 It may be that these sections, or at any rate §§ 14, 15, were abbre- 
viated by a subsequent editor of Mark (see p. 152) because they were prior 
to the public ministry of Jesus, with which this Gospel is mainly con- 
cerned. 6. 

* There may probably have been a similar reference to Q when §§ 40, 
128, 138 were being drawn up, though we happen to have in them no im- 
portant cases of agreement between Matthew and Luke. For Mt xxi. 
44 is probably not genuine. 
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a. There are 7 sections (viz. §§ 25, 29, 33, 142, 147, 148, 159) 
in which there is no instance of Matthew and Luke agreeing 
against Mark. 


6. There are 30 other sections (viz. §§ 16, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 
48, 51, 52, 73, 109, 114, 116, 118, 128, 130, 131, 133, 138, 143, 
144, 145, 146, 153, 157, 161, 162, 163, 164, 166) in which slight 
verbal agreements of Matthew and Luke against Mark are not 
infrequent. I have noted about 1001 of them (including some 
which extend only to portions of words, such as Mt xx. 30 tapdyet, 
Lk xviii. 37 mapépyerac 3 and Mt xxvi. 20 dvéxecro, Lk xx. 14 dvézecev). 
But they can all be explained, with more or less probability, by one 
of three causes. [Either (a) they consist of words so ordinary and 
colourless and so nearly synonymous with Mark’s that the use of 
them may be merely accidental (e. g. Mt xxii. 27; Lk xx. 32 dorepor? 
against Mk xii. 22 €oxarov; Mt xxii. 45; Lk xx. 44 kadei against 
Mk xii. 37 éyet); or (8) they are such obvious amplifications or 
explanations as it would be natural for any writers to introduce 
(e.g. the additions of éatpacay in Mt viii. 27; Lk viii. 25; of 
els roy oikoy adrod in Mt ix. 7; Lk v. 26; of cai éoOiew in Mt xii. 1, 
and kal #oGcov in Lk vi. 1; of pdvorsin Mt xii. 4 and pdvovs in Lk vi. 4 ; 
of iddvres in Mt xxi. 38; Lk xx. 14); or (y) they are changes to a 
more smooth and usual Hellenistic vocabulary and style from the 
comparative harshness and ‘ unusualness’ of Mark. This last is 
probably the account to be given of the great majority of these 
agreements, as may be seen by an examination of pages 131 ff. of 
this book. It need only be pointed out here that the most numer- 
ous, though of course the most unimportant, of such identities are 
caused by the strong preference of Mark for the historic present 
(p. 143), and for «ai rather than é¢ (p. 150), and that not a few 
result from his sparing use of conjunctions, &c. (p. 137). 


¢. There remain 21 sections (viz. §§ 37, 49, 53, 58, 59, 79, 71; 
42, II5, 122, 124, 126, 184, 155, 156, 165, 167, 169, 171, 172, 
173). In these I have noted about 118+ agreements of Matthew 
and Luke against Mark which are of the same kinds as those 
referred to in the preceding paragraph (4), and for which the 
three explanations there suggested (a, 8, y) would be adequate, 
at any rate if there were no other such agreements to be con- 


1 Only approximate numbers are given, because of various readings. 
2 This word is characteristic of Matthew (p. 8). 
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sidered with them. But there are others: in these sections there 
are certain other alterations from, and additions to, the Marcan 
narrative, as to which it seems almost impossible that Matthew 
and Luke could have accidentally concurred in making them. In 
these cases at least the changes seem to be owing to some influence, 
direct or indirect, of a common source, and not to the independent 
judgement of twocompilers. I append a list of the instances which 
to me convey this impression most forcibly, adding references to 
the pages of Synopticon, in which they can most easily be examined, 


as well as to Tischendorf’s sections. 
Tisch. Synop- 
nie Ev. ticon. 
§ Page. 
1. Mt ix. 17 éxyeira: Lk v. 37 éxxvOqoera, whereas in 
Mk ii. 22 the verb adméAAuTa ee to the wine as 
well as to the wine-skins . , : 37 I2 
2. Mt xiii. 11; Lk viii. 10 bpiy Séloras. yova ra a 
instead of the more difficult expression in Mk iv. 11 
bpiv TO pvotnpiov Sé50Ta =. : 49 21 
3. Mt ix. 20; Lk viii. 44 Tov xpacvddus witded . , 53 31 
4. Mt xiv. 1; Lk ix. 7 6 rerpadpyns used of Herod instead 
of Sanihiegs as in Mk vi. 14, though he is called Bas- 
Aevs in Mt xiv. 9 2 ; 58 37 
5. Mt xiv. 13 Kal deovoaytes of ae eshpleteuy 3 aura : 
Lk ix. 11 of 5 GyAoL yovTes HKoArovOnoay aiTe (cf. 
also the mention of healing in Mt (v. 14) and Lk only) 59 40 
6. Mt xvi. 16; Lk ix. 20, the use of Tod Oeov, though not 


quite in the same connexion . ; ‘ : : 7o 53 

7. Mt xvii. 5 é7: adrot Aadovvros: Lk ix. 34 radra 5é abrov 
A€yovTos . . qI 57 

8. Mt xvii. 17; Lk ix, x kal haceanies sant (cf. 
Deut xxxii. 5) . ; . 72 60 

g. Mt xix. 29; Lk xviii. 30 pinewibolina: jastead of 
éxarovtamAaciova Mk x. 30. ° II5 71 

10. Mt xxi. 17 nidAio@n : Lk xxi. 37 ninitero (but the et 
are not in quite the same position) . . I24 7o 

11. Mt xxi. 23 &:Sdoxov7.: Lk xx. 1 &:ddcxKovTos, suligee 
Mark has no mention of teaching ‘ ° 126 81 


12, Mt xxvi. 50; Lk xxii. 48, the fact that Tekan chen 
spoke to Judas, though the words recorded are not 
the same inthe two Gospels. : ‘ ‘ <. SaaS 2 


1 There is a full discussion of this list in Prof. Burkitt’s Gospel History, &c., 
pp. 42-58, and a reference to it by Mr. C. H. Turner in J. 7..S., x. 174 ff. 
(Jan. 1909), to which I would call attention. I quite agree that textual 
criticism has diminished, and is likely to diminish further, from the force of 
several of the instances; and, on the other hand, I have not been able to 
find any others that seem worth adding to them (1909). 
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Tisch Synop- 
Syn. Ev, ticon. 


§ Page. 
13. Mt xxvi. 75; Lk xxii. 62 Kal e{erAOdv ew Exdravoev mKpas, 
where Mk xiv. 72 has émBadrow éxdAaevr, But WH 
bracket the words in Luke, where they are omitted 
by some important Latin authorities . ° ‘ (ERR SEES 
14. Mt xxvi. 68; Lk xxii. 64 tis éorw 6 maicas oe; tg wl: 25GB 


15. Mt xxvii. go ei vidsel. ..: Lk xxiii. 95 el ob rds éorw..., 
where Mark has not this conditional form of sen- 
tence: observe also Tod @eov, though in somewhat 
different connexions, as was the case above in Mt 
xvi. 16; Lkix.20 . ° > 165e » 2aE 
16. Mt xxvii. 54 7a yivdpeva : Lk xxiii. 47 7 sede’ . ) 17 Kee 
17. Mt xxvii. 59; Lk xxiii. 53 évervAcgev adrd, where Mk . 
xv. 46 has airov éveiAnoer . ‘ ‘ ? A - 69 124 
18. Mt xxviii. 1 ém@woxodon: Lk xxiii. 54 émépwoxer, 
a very rare word,! used somewhat Resi in a 
these two nearly parallel passages . : . 
19. Mt xxviii. 3 &s dorpamn: Lk xxiv. 4 év éo07rt Seu IqI 125 
mTovcn . ‘ ; ° 
. 20. Mt xxviii. 8 Spayos baaiedetiae Tots ‘scijendy avrou : 
Lk xxiv. 9 dmqjyyeiAay Tatra mavta Trois évdexa kal 
maow Tots AoLTOIS . ‘ : . 3954 “226 
{2t. There is another sicikine ictanes if, following 
Western authorities (but not Syr%™) with Tisch and 
WH mg, we omit ByO¢ayh in Mk xi. t and read it 
only in Mt xxi. 1 and Lk xix.29]  . ‘ ‘ «ot Fee 76 


169 124 
I7I 125 


If this evidence is regarded as sufficient to prove that in at least 
20 sections—and it is reasonable to suspect in others also—a 
common source has supplied Matthew and Luke with variations 
from and additions to the Marcan narrative which apparently forms 
the basis of these 58 sections, then the difficult question arises, 
What was the nature of this source? (1) Was it an Ur-Marcus? 
But other considerations (pp. 115 ff.) have shown the general unlikeli- 
hood of this hypothesis ; and Nos. 1, 2, 14 in the foregoing list are 
alterations of an explanatory kind which seem far more likely to 
have been inserted than to have been dropped by a later editor. 
(2) Or was there an early non-Marcan document to which the 
compilers of the first and third Gospels were able to refer not 
only in those ro sections as to which we recognized the use 
of the Logia or some such document, but also in some or all of 
the 58 sections which consist mainly of narrative? (3) Or was 
one of these compilers able to consult the work of the other, in 


1 But used twice in the ‘ Gospel of Peter’ (chaps. 2 and 9). 
FP 2 
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a more or less complete state? Neither of these two suggestions 
is impossible; but both of them are rendered improbable by the 
very small bulk of the additions and alterations, compared with 
the whole amount of the matter of these sections. If written 
sources of any kind, besides the Marcan one, were available for one 
or both of these compilers, would they have used them so very 
sparingly? (4) It seems, therefore, less unlikely that these supple- 
ments and modifications, so far as they imply a common source, 
were due to one or other of the two following causes :—(a) Some 
of them, as I suggested in my first edition as to all of them, 
may have been first made in one of the two later Gospels, and 
then carried across (whether intentionally * or unconsciously) to the 
other, either by copyists to whom they were familiar, or more 
probably in the course of that oral transmission which, as we have 
seen (pp. 67, 78), is almost required by other phenomena of the 
Gospels. (4) But it appears to me now that others of them, and 
perhaps the majority, may be best accounted for by Dr. Sanday’s 
suggestion that they are due to the use by Matthew and Luke of 
‘a recension of the text of Mark different from that from which all 
the extant MSS. of the Gospel are derived ’.? 


AppitionaL Notes To Part III. 
Additional Note to the quotation from Dr. A. B. Bruce (p. 116). 
The growth of reverential feeling in narrators may be illustrated 
by the increasing use of Kupre, as shown in the following table of the 
titles by which Jesus is addressed in the Gospels :— 
Mk Mt’ Lk Jn 


SiidoKnare : . . . Io 6 II 23 
émotTatTa - ; F A Bin es 6 s 
ee | : ‘ ; ds 19 16° ' 368 
paBBe . ; . : ‘ ° 3 2 ae 8 
paBBovvee . : ; : ° I ane oes I 
vie Aaveld ; : . e . 2 4 2 ‘xe 


1 Compare what was suggested as to Mark’s Gospel on p. 153, and the 
remarks of Drs. Sanday and Blass and Armitage Robinson there referred to 
in note. 

2 This view willbe found stated and defended in Dr. Sanday’s own Essay 
in the forthcoming Studies in the Synoptic Problem edited by him, to which 
I have already referred on p. 108. 

3 Only as the interpretation of faBBei and fpaBBouvel. 

* viz. vii. 28 (there isalso the purely Western reading xvpte JaBBei instead of 
paBBovvei in x. 51). 

> Not including xix. 25; nor ix. 59, where there is probably an assimilation 
to Mt viii. 21. 
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Additional Note on the Historic Present in the Septuagint (p. 143). 


The numbers of the occurrences of the historic present seem to 
be as follows * (there being none in the books not named) :—Gen 
9, Ex 24 (always either Aéyew 17, or épav '7), Numb 7 (being Aéyew 
5, dpav 1, xabopav 1), Josh 1, Judg 2 (?), Ruth 1 (?), 1 Kingdoms 
151, 2 Kingdoms 32, 3 Kingdoms 47, 4 Kingdoms 2, 1 Chro 2, 
1 Esdr 8, 2 Esdr 8 (being 3 in our Ezra and 5 in our Neh), 
Job 25 (22 being Aéyev in the introductions to the dramatic speeches, 
and 3 only in the opening and concluding narratives), Esther 2, 
Tobit 10 (8 of them in the & text only), Daniel 1 (i.e. in LXX: 
there are 5 in Theod), Bel 1, 1 Macc 2, 2 Maccl, 3 Macc 8, 4 Macc 
3. Total in LXX, 337. : 

As to these numbers the following points deserve notice :— 

(1) Out of the total 8387, 282 of the instances occur in the four 
books of Kingdoms, leaving only 105 for the whole of the rest of 
the LXX. Of these 25 are in Job, 24 in the historical parts of 
Exodus (chiefly in chaps. ii, x, and xxxii), and in no other case is 
the number ten exceeded or even reached except by a combination 
of two versions of Tobit. 


(2) Out of the 282 instances in the four books of Kingdoms, the 
First Book (= 1 Samuel) contains very nearly two-thirds, viz. 151, 
which happens to be exactly the same number as Mark contains. 
But then 1 Kingdoms exceeds Mark in length by about one-third, 
as may be seen by comparing the two books in the pages of any 
English Bible—e. g. in the R. V. minion 8vo 188g, in which 1 Sam 
occupies 26 pages, and Mark (without the Appendix) about 15 pages 
and a half. Consequently it appears that the historic presents are 
scattered considerably more thickly over the pages of the latter than 
of the former, the average to a page being in 1 Sam about 6 and 
in Mark between 9 and 10. 


(3) Mr. Thackeray (/. Z: S., viii. 262 ff., and Gram. of O. T. in 
G., i. 10) shows in a very interesting way that the Books of King- 
doms seem to have been divided into five parts, which may have been 


1 I give these numbers with confidence in their approximate correctness, 
because I found that my independent count agreed very nearly with the 
results that had been reached by Mr. H. St, J. Thackeray. I owe to him the 
numbers in 3 and 4 Macc and in the w text of Tobit, which I had not 
examined for myself; and I have been enabled by seeing his lists to make 
some other additions and corrections in my own. 


214 Additional Notes Pt, IT 


rendered into Greek by four distinct translators, of whom the first 
undertook 1 Ki, the second 2 Ki 1. i-xi. 1, the third 3 Ki ii. 12—xxi. 
43, and the fourth (who was considerably the latest in date) 2 Ki 
xi. 2-3 Ki ii. rr and 3 Ki xxii with 4 Ki. One of the most striking 
differences between the work of these four translators appears in 
their use of the historic present, the first showing (as we have seen) 
151 instances of it, the second 28, the third 47, but the fourth only 
4 and 2 in the two parts of his work. A comparison of the respec- 
tive lengths of their departments of work in the pages of the aforesaid 
English Bible shows that the first translator has an average of about 
6 historic presents to a page, the second an average of nearly 4 and 
the third of rather more than 2, while the fourth translator has the 
usage in a few sporadic instances only, which we find also to be the 
case in Chronicles, Esdras, and other late historical books. 
On the whole, two results emerge :— 


i. Taking into account the vastly larger amount? of historical 
matter inthe O. T. and Apocrypha than in the N. T., it is clear that 
the Greek historic present was used much more freely by the writers 
of the latter than by the translators and (in a few cases) authors of 
the former, the numbers being in the LXX 877, and in the N. T. 
408 without Matthew’s and Luke’s parables, or 428 including 
them. 


ii. In proportion to the comparative length of their works, no 
one of the many translators or writers of the LXX equals Mark in 
the frequency of this usage, though the translator of 1 Kingdoms is 
not very far distant from him. On the whole, then, it remains 
a notable characteristic of Mark, though not so exclusively as was 
claimed in the first edition of this book. 


Additional Note on the Shortening of Narratives in Matthew (p. 160). 


This tendency of the First Evangelist may perhaps throw light 
upon what has been well described as his ‘ way of reduplicating, so 
to speak, the personages of one narrative in order to make up for 
the omission of another. ... He is silent as to the healing of the 
demoniac at Capernaum [Mk i. 21-8, Lk iv. 31-7], but instead 
of this he gives us [ viii. 28] two Gadarene demoniacs, at the same 
time modifying the language in which he describes this latter incident 


1 On a rather rough estimate, the proportion seems to be about four 
to one. 
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after the pattern of the former; in like manner he speaks of the 
healing of two blind men at Jericho [xx. 30], but only because he 
had passed over the healing of the blind man at Bethsaida [ Mk viii. 
22-6].’? In the cases of each of these pairs of similar miracles, it 
is natural to suppose that the two would have been related together 
in the oral teaching of the Evangelist, or of other teachers whose pro- 
cedure he followed, and that the one of the two which seemed 
the less striking and important would gradually have dropped 
into the background. Thus the way would have been prepared 
for that conflation, instead of repetition, of the two, which certainly 
has the effect of shortening narrative, which seems to have an 
object with Matthew. If some such explanation is not accepted, 
the duplications must be left as quite unaccountable. 


1 Doubtless the reference is to the introduction in Mt viii. 29 of the 
question ‘Art thou come to...’ which occurs in Mk i, 24 and Lk iv. 34, 
but not in Mk v. 7 or Lk viii. 28. 

2 Sanday, The Gospels in the Second Century, p. 154. 


CONCLUDING SUMMARY 


IT was explained in the Preface that this book had the 
‘limited and merely preparatory’ purpose of bringing 
together ‘a collection of materials’, and that it was therefore 
the endeavour of the writer to keep, as far as possible, his 
own opinions in the background, and to let the facts speak 
for themselves. It will be no serious departure from this 
method if, in these concluding pages, he not only recapitu- 
lates a few of the principal matters which have been dealt 
with, but indicates, briefly and slightly, the directions in 
which they have seemed to point. 


A. 


Part I was devoted to the ‘words and phrases character- 
istic of’ each Evangelist ; and we saw that such expressions 
occur not only in the ‘ peculiar’ parts, but also, though less 
abundantly, in the ‘common’ parts of each Gospel. Thus 
it appears that these writers, even when they were com- 
pilers—as Matthew and Luke evidently were to a large 
extent—allowed themselves to deal freely with their 
materials, being more careful to preserve the substance than 
the exact words (cf. also p. 113). And the same thing may 
be inferred from several of the Doublets (pp. 80 ff.), from the 
use of certain recurring formulas (pp. 168 ff.), and from the 
far greater similarity of Luke’s language, than that of 
Matthew or Mark, to the language not only of Acts, but of 
the Pauline Epistles and Hebrews (pp.189 ff.: cf. also p. 196). 


B. 


1. When endeavouring in Part II to find indications of 
sources, we saw in Section I many identities in language 
between the different Gospels, which were so close and 
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sometimes so prolonged as to suggest very strongly the 
use of written Greek documents. And the hypotheses, to 
be referred to below, of the Logia and the Marcan memoirs 
as sources, fall in with this suggestion. 

2. But on the other hand we found in Sections II and 
III still more distinct traces of oral transmission, both in 
the different uses made of the same words, and in the trans- 
positions of words and sentences. 

3. It seems then all but necessary to allow for the 
influence of both these modes of transmission, even though 
we may be unable to apportion the amount of influence 
which is to be ascribed to each, or to explain how they accom- 
panied or succeeded one another. To make such appor- 
tionment or explanation was not even attempted in the first 
edition; but in the second I would express my strong 
opinion that at least the Second and Third Evangelists had 
provided themselves with written documents as their main 
sources, but that they often omitted to refer closely to 
them, partly because of the physical difficulties which there 
must then have been in consulting MSS.,! and partly 
because of the oral knowledge of the life and sayings of 
Jesus Christ which they had previously acquired as learners 
and used as teachers, and upon which therefore it would be 
natural for them to fall back very frequently. 


C. . 
The Doublets treated in Part II, Section IV, are important 
in more respects than one; but chiefly because several of 
them suggest the use in Matthew and Luke? of two sources, 


' See on this point Dr, Sanday in the forthcoming Studies in the Synoptic 
Problem. 

2 The fact that only one Doublet, and that a not very distinct one (see 
p- 99), can be noted in Mark, is, so far as it goes, an argument 
against the use in that Gospel of the Logia (or any other second source 
besides the Petrine memoirs). That Mark did use the Logia was argued 
very fully—but as it seems to me not at all conclusively—by Titius in 
Theologische Studien Herrn Prof. Dr. Bernhard Weiss 2u seinem Jo, Geburtstage 
dargebracht (Gottingen, 1897), pp. 284 ff. 
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which it seems not unreasonable to identify with the 
Petrine memoirs written by Mark, and the Logia composed 
by Matthew, according to the well-known testimony of 
Papias.1 The chief difficulty in the way of this identifica- 
tion consists in the absence of distinct traces of the 
independent translations of the Logia to which Papias 
refers (see, on the contrary, p. 54), but there is no reason 
why the compilers of the first and third Gospels should not 
have used the same translation. It is however safer, as well 
as more usual now, to refer to the second source merely as QO. 


D. 


In Part III it was shown that of the Synoptic Gospels 
Mark shows the smallest (if any) traces (pp.117 ff.), and 
Matthew shows the most decided traces (see especially 
pp. 163 ff.) of adaptation for the purposes of catechetical 
or other teaching, Luke holding an intermediate position 
in this respect, but nearer to Matthew than to Mark. 
This seems to correspond remarkably to the degree of 
familiarity with the language of the three Gospels respec- 
tively which appears to have existed among Christians in 
the following decades, so far as we can judge from the 
references to the evangelical history in the writings of the 
sub-apostolic age and in Justin? Thus the Gospels which 
were most used bear most traces of adaptation for use. 


E. 


Difficult questions are suggested by the agreements of 
Matthew and Luke against Mark, even in places where they 
are evidently using his narrative as a Grundschrift. In 
the pages about Mark in Part III, which have just been 

1 See p. xiv above. 

? Opinions will differ as to some particular instances, but certainly this 
is the general impression conveyed by a careful examination of the 


references collected in the Indices to Lightfoot’s Ajostolic Fathers and Otto’s 
Justin Martyr. 
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referred to, reasons have been suggested for many omissions 
and some alterations which would produce this result. 
Other alterations and some small additions, which cannot 
be accounted for in the same way, are dealt with in 
Appendix B (p. 208), and I have tried to show that, though 
they cannot all have arisen quite independently, they are not 
sufficient to necessitate the hypothesis that either Matthew 
or Luke had seen the other’s Gospel. 


F. 


The close correspondence of the phraseology of St. Luke’s 
Gospel with that of the ‘We’Sections of the Acts (see 
pp. 183 ff., referring to the tables on pp. 16 ff.) seems to me 
so important in its bearing on the date of that Gospel, and 
inferentially of the other two, that I call attention to it 
again here, 


In these inferences and suggestions there is hardly 
anything which has not been put forward often before ; 
but if the grounds on which they rest have been made 
more distinct and tangible, so that they have thus lost 
something of their conjectural or hypothetical character, 
a little progress will have been made—enough perhaps to 
encourage the hope of more progress—in the study of 
the Synoptic Problem. 
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8vo, small pica type. In cloth, 7s. 6d.; in leather bindings, from 10s. 6d. 

8vo, ae type. Incloth, 4s.; with the Apocrypha, 6s.; the Apocrypha 
only, 3s. 

1l6mo, ruby type. In cloth, 2s. 6d.; with the Apocrypha, 4s.; the 
Apocrypha only, 2s.; with the Oxford Helps, in leather, from 7s. 

16mo, nonpareil type. In leather, from 3s. 

16mo, pearl type. In cloth boards, from 8d.; with Oxford Helps, 
from 2s. 6d. 


The Revised Version with marginal references. 
8vo, in bourgeois type, from 6s.; on Oxford India paper, bound in 
leather, from 15s. 
8vo, in minion type, from 5s.; with the Apocrypha, from 7s. 6d.; with Oxford 
Helps, from 11s. ; on Oxford India paper, bound in leather, from 14s. 
16mo, in nonpareil type, in leather, from 6s.; on Oxford India paper, 
bound in leather, from 10s. 6d. 

The Parallel Bible, containing the Authorized and Revised Versions in 
parallel columns. Small quarto, in minion type. On ordinary paper, from 
10s. 6d. ; on Oxford India paper, bound in leather, from 16s. 

The Two-Version Bible, being the Authorized Version with the 
differences of the Revised Version printed in the margins, so that both texts 
can be read from the same page. With references and maps. Bourgeois 
type. Cloth, 7s. 6d.; leather, from 10s. 6d.; on Oxford India paper—cloth, 
10s. 6d.; leather, from 15s.; interleaved with writing-paper, and bound in 
leather, from £1 1s. With the Oxford Helps, leather, from 18s. 6d. Printed 
on writing-paper with wide margins for notes, from 10s, 6d, net. 
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Elementary Helps to the Study of the Bible 


Oxford Bible for Teachers, containing the texts of the Old and 
New Testaments, with or without marginal references, and in either the 
Authorized or Revised Versions, together with the Oxford Helps to the Bible 
(see below), and 124 full-page plates. 


In many styles and bindings, from 3s. to £5. A complete list can be 
obtained from Mr. Henry Frowde, Amen Corner, London, 


The Oxford Helps to the Study of the Bible, containing 


Introductions to the several Books, the History and Antiquities of the Jews, 
the Natural History of Palestine, with copious tables, concordance and 
indices, and a series of maps. With 124 full-page plates. 


8vo, in long primer type—cloth, 5s.; leather, from 6s. 6d. 
8vo, in nonpareil type—cloth, 2s. 6d.; leather, 3s. 6d. 
16mo, in pearl type—stiff covers, 1s. net; cloth, 1s. 6d.; leather, from 2s. 
Bible Illustrations, being 124 full-page plates, forming an appendix to 
the above. Crown 8vo, cloth, 2s. 6d. 
Old Testament History narrated for the most part in the words of 
the Bible. By Grorce Carrer. With maps. Crown 8vo. 2s. 


An Annotated Psalter. Arranged byJ.M.Txomrson, Feap 8vo. 2s. 


Dr. Stokoe’s Manuals. Crown 8vo 


Old Testament History for Schools. By T. H. Sroxoz. Part I. 
(Third edition.) From the Creation to the Settlement in Palestine. Part II. 
From the Settlement to the Disruption. Part III. From the Disruption to 
the Return from Captivity. Extra fcap 8vo. 2s. 6d. each, with maps. 

Manual of the Four Gospels. With Maps, 3s. 6d. Or, separately, 
Part I, The Gospel Narrative, 2s.; Part II, The Gospel Teaching, 2s. 


Manual of the Acts. 3s. 
The Life and Letters of St. Paul. 3s. 6d. Or, separately, 
Part I, The Life of St. Paul, 2s. Part II, The Letters of St. Paul, 2s. 


First Days and Early Letters of the Church. 3s. Or, Part I, 
First Days of the Church, ls. 6d. Part II, Early Letters of the Church, 2s. 





Graduated Lessons on the Old Testament. By U. Z. Rutz, 


edited by Li. J. M. Bezs. Selected Readings from the O.T. with para- 
phrases and ponneine paragraphs ; with notes for teachers and pupils. For 
use in lower forms, and in elementary and Sunday Schools. The text is that 
of the R.V., but the book may be used with the A.V. In three volumes. 
Extra fcap 8vo. 1s. 6d. each in paper covers, or 1s. 9d. each in cloth. Vol. I. 
Creation to Death of Moses. Vol. II. Conquest of Canaan, Psalms, ete. 
Vol. III. Israel and Judah, the Captivity, the Prophets. 


The Gospel according to St. Mark. Ed. by A. S. Watrore. Is. 6d. 

Notes on the Gospel of St. Luke, for Junior Classes. By Miss 
E. J. Moore Smiru. Extra fcap 8vo, stiff covers. Ils. 6d. 

A Greek Testament Primer, being an easy grammar and reading- 


book for the use of students beginning Greek. By E. Mrtter. Second 
edition. Extra fcap 8vo, paper, 2s.; cloth, 3s. 6d. 
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History of the Bible 


List of Editions of the Bible in English, by H. Corroy. 
Second edition. S8vo. 8s. 6d. 


Rhemes and Doway ; showing what has been done by Roman Catholics 
for the diffusion of the Bible in English. By H. Corron. 8vo. 9s. 


The Part of Rheims in the Making of the English 


Bible, by J. G. Carteron, containing historical and critical introduction, 
tables and analyses thereof. S8vo. 9s. 6d. net. 


W ycliffe’s Bible, portion edited by W. W. Sxear. See p. 6, 





Studia Biblica et Ecclesiastica. Essays chiefly in Biblical and 
Patristic criticism, and kindred subjects. 8vo. 
Vol. I, 10s. 6d. Vol. II, 12s, 6d. Vol. III, 16s, Vol. IV, 12s. 6d. 


Vol. V, complete, 16s., or, in separate parts, Part I, Life of St. Nino, by 
M. and J. O. Warpror. 3s. 6d. Part II, Texts from Mount Athos, by 
K. Lake. 3s. 6d. Part III, Place of the Peshitto Version in the Ap- 
paratus Criticus of the Greek New Testament. 2s. 6d. Part IV, Baptism 
and Christian Archaeology, by C. F. Rocrrs. 4s. 6d, 


The Gospel of Barnabas. Edited and translated from the Italian 
MS. in the Imperial Library, Vienna, by Lonspate and Laura Race. 8vo, 
with a facsimile. 16s. net. 


The Journal of Theological Studies, Edited by J. F. Berauye- 
Baker and F. E. Bricurman. Published Quarterly, price 3s. 6d. net. 
Annual subscription 12s. net, post free. Many of the back numbers are still 
obtainable, 


The Old Testament and Apocrypha 


The Psalter, by Ricuarp Rotte of Hampote. Edited by H, R, 
Bramtey. With an introduction and glossary. 8vo. £1 Is, 


The Parallel Psalter: being the Prayer-Book version of the Psalms 


and a new version arranged on Lf eos pages, with an introduction and 
glossaries by S. R. Driver. Second edition. Extra fcap 8vo. 3s. 6d. net, 


The Book of Job in the Revised Version. Edited, with 
introductions and brief annotations, by S. R. Driver. Crown 8vo. 
2s. 6d. net. 


The Hebrew Prophets in the Revised Version. Arranged 


and annotated by F. H. Woops and F. E. Powett. In four vols., crown 8vo. 
Vol. I (Amos, Hosea, Isaiah i-xxxix, Micah), 2s. 6d. net, 


Lectures on Ecclesiastes, By G. G. Braptey. Second edition. 
Crown 8vo. 5s. 6d, 
Israel’s Hope of Immortality. By C. F. Burney, 8vo. 2s, 6d. net. 


Ecclesiasticus, translated from the Hebrew by A. E. Cowzey and 
A. Nevpaver. Crown 8vo, 2s. 6d. 
3 


The Place of Ecclesiasticus in Semitic Literature. An 
essay by D. S. Marco.tiourn. Small 4to. 2s. 6d. 


The Five Books of Maccabees, with notes and illustrations by 
H. Corron. 8vo. 10s. 6d. 


The Book of Enoch , translated from Dillmann’s Ethiopic text (emended 
and revised), and edited by R. H. Cuartrs. 8vo, (Out of print.] 


The Book of the Secrets of Enoch, translated from the Slavonic 
by W. R. Morritt, and edited, with introduction, notes, etc, by R. H. 
CuHarRLEs. 8vo. 7s.6d. — 


History and Song of Deborah (Judges IV and V). By G. A. 
Cooxe. 8vo. Paper covers. 1s. 6d. (Published by Mr. Frowde.) 


Deuterographs. Duplicate passages in the Old Testament. Arranged 
by R. B. Grrptestone. 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Astronomy in the Old Testament. By G. Scatararetut, 
Authorized translation. Crown 8vo. 3s. 6d. net. 


Libri Psalmorum Versio antiqua Latina, cum Paraphrasi Anglo- 
Saxonica. Edidit B. THorrr. 8vo. 10s. 6d. 


Libri Psalmorum Versio antiqua Gallica e Cod. MS in Bibl. 
Bodleiana adservato, una cum Versione Metrica aliisque Monumentis perve- 
tustis. Nunc primum descripsit et edidit F. Micner. S8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Chandler’s Life of David. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
Faussett’s Sacred Chronology. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Hebrew and Chaldee 


Notes on the Hebrew Text of the Book of Genesis. 
By G. J. Spurrett., Second edition. Crown 8vo. 192s. 6d. 


Notes on Samuel. ByS. R. Driver, [Out of print.] 
Notes on the Hebrew Text of the Books of Kings. By 


C. F. Burney. 8vo. 14s. net. 


A Hebrew and English Lexicon of the Old Testament, 


with an Appendix containing the Biblical Aramaic, based on the Thesaurus 
and Lexicon of Grsentus, by F. Brown, S. R. Driver, and C. A. Briees. 
Small 4to. Cloth, 34s. net; morocco back, 45s. net. The several Parts can 
be supplied to complete sets. 


Geseniuss Hebrew Grammar, as edited and enlarged by E. 
Kavutzscu. New edition in preparation. 


A Treatise on the Use of the Tenses in Hebrew. By 
S. R. Driver. Third edition. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 


A Commentary on the Book of Proverbs, attributed to 


AsraHaM Ipn Ezra. Edited from a MS in the Bodleian Library by S. R. 
Driver. Crown 8vo. Paper covers, 3s. 6d. 
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The Book of Tobit. A Chaldee Text, from a unique MS in the 
Bodleian Libtary ; with other Rabbinical texts, English translations, and the 
Itala. Edited by A. Neusaver. Crown 8vo. 6s. 


Ecclesiasticus (xxxix. 15—xlix. 11). The Hebrew, with early 
versions and English translation, etc, edited by A. E. Cowtey and A, NeuBaurEr. 
With 2 facsimiles. 4to. 10s. 6d. net. Translation, see p. 67. 


Facsimiles of the Fragments hitherto recovered of the 
Book of Ecclesiasticus in Hebrew. 60 leaves in Collotype. £1 ls. net. 
(Published jointly by the Oxford and Cambridge University Presses. ) 


The Psalms in Hebrew without points. Stiff covers. 9s, 


Accentuation of Psalms, Proverbs, and Job. By W. Wicxzs., 
8vo. 5s. 


Hebrew Prose Accentuation. By thesame. 8vo. 10s. 6d. 


Lightfoot’s Horae Hebraicae et Talmudicae. A new 
Edition by R. Gannett. 4 vols. 8vo. £1 Is, 


Greek 


Vetus Testamentum ex Versione Septuaginta Interpretum secundum 
exemplar Vaticanum Romae editum. Accedit potior varietas Codicis Alex- 
andrini. TomilIII. 18mo. 6s. each volume. 


A Concordance to the Septuagint and other Greek Versions of 


the O. T. (including the Apocryphal Books); by the late Enwin Hatcn and 
H. A. Reppatu. With Supplement. By H. A. Repraru. Fasc. I, containing 
a Concordance to the proper names occurring in the Septuagint ; Fase. II, 
containing a Concordance to Ecclesiasticus, other Addenda, and the Hebrew 
Index to the whole work. Imperial 4to. Cloth in 3 vols. £8 8s. net (or 
Concordance, 2 vols., £6 17s. 6d. net. Supplement, £2 net). Parts II-VI, 
21s. net each; Supplements I and II, 16s. net each. 


Origenis Hexaplorum quae supersunt sive Veterum Inter- 
pretum Graecorum in totum Vetus Testamentum Fragmenta. Edidit F. Frevp. 
Qvols. 4to. £5 5s. net. 


Essays in Biblical Greek. By Enwr Harcs. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


The Book of Wisdom: the Greek Text, the Latin Vulgate, and the 
Authorized English Version; with an introduction, critical apparatus, and 
acommentary. By W. J. Deane. 4to. 12s. 6d. net. 


The Greek Versions of the Testaments of the Twelve 


Patriarchs. Edited from nine MSS, with variants from other versions. 
By R. H. Cuartes. 8vo. 18s. net. 


Coptic 


Tattam’s Major and Minor Prophets. See p. 86. 
5 


The New Testament 
The Parallel New Testament, Greek and English ; being 


the Authorized Version, 1611; the Revised Version, 1881; and the Greek 
Text followed in the Revised Version. S8vo. Qs. net. 


The New Testament in Greek and English. Edited by 
E. Carpwetu. 2 vols. 1837. Crown 8vo. 6s. 


Greek 


The Greek Testament, with the Readings adopted by the Revisers of 
the Authorized Version. (1) Picatype. Demy 8vo. 10s. 6d. (2) Long Primer 
type. With marginal references. Fecap 8vo. 4s. 6d. (3) The same, on 
writing-paper, with wide margin, 15s. (4) The same, on India paper. 6s. 

Novum Testamentum Graece. Accedunt parallela S. Scripturae 
loca, etc. Ed. C. Luoyp. 18mo. 3s. On writing-paper, with wide margin, 7s. 6d. 

Critical Appendices to the above, by W. Sanpay. Extra feap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 


Novum Testamentum Graece (ed. Lrorn), with Sanday’s Appen- 
dices. Cloth, 6s.; paste grain, 7s. 6d. ; morocco, 10s. 6d. 

Novum Testamentum Graece juxta Exemplar Millianum. 
Feap 8vo. 2s. 6d. On writing-paper, with wide margin, 7s. 6d. 

Evangelia Sacra Graece. Fcap 8vo, limp. 1s. 6d. 

Novum Testamentum Graece. Antiquissimorum Codicum Textus 
in ordine parallelo dispositi. Edidit E. H. Hansert. Tomi III. 8vo. £1 4s. 

Athos Fragments of Codex H of the Pauline Epistles. 


Photographed and deciphered by Krrsopp Laxe. Full-size collotype 
facsimiles, large 4to, in an envelope. 2l1s. net. 





Athos Fragments of the Shepherd of Hermas.  Photo- 


graphed and transcribed by Krrsorpr Laxe. Full-size collotype facsimiles, 
large 4to, in an envelope. 17s. 6d. net. 


Outlines of the Textual Criticism of the New Testament. 
By C. E. Hammonp. Sixth edition. Crown 8vo. 4s. 6d. 


Greswell’s Harmonia Evangelica. Fifthedition. 8vo. 9s.6d. Pro- 
legomena. 8vo. 5s.net. Dissertationsonthe Harmony. 2%s.net. 

Jones's Canon of the New Testament. 8vo. 3 vols. 18s, net. 

Diatessaron. Edited by J. Wurre. 3s. 6d. 

Horae Synopticae. By Sir J. C. Hawxis, Bart. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Dr. Sanday’s Books 


Sacred Sites of the Gospels, with sixty-three full-page illustrations, 
maps, and plans. 8vo. 13s. 6d. net. 


Criticism of the Fourth Gospel. s8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
The Life of Christ in Recent Research. — 8vo, with two 
illustrations. 7s. 6d. net. 


Presidential Address to the Christian Section of the Congress for the 
History of Religions, 1908. S8vo. 1s. net. 
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The Logia 

Two Lectures on the ‘ Sayings of Jesus’, delivered at Oxford 
in 1897, by W. Lock and W. Sanpay. 8vo. Is. 6d. net. 

The Oxyrhynchus Logia and the Apocryphal Gospels. 
By C. Taytor. 8vo, paper covers, 2s. 6d.’ net. 

The Oxyrhynchus Sayings of Jesus, found in 1903; with the 
Sayings called ‘ Logia’, found in 1897. By C. Taytor. 8vo. Qs. net. 


Published by Mr. Frowde for the Egypt Exploration Fund. 
By B. P. Grenrett and A. S. Hunr. 


AOTIA IH2OY, from an early Greek papyrus, with translation and com- 
mentary. 8vo, stiff boards, with two collotypes, 2s. net; with two tone 
blocks, 6d. net. 

New Sayings of Jesus and Fragment of a Lost Gospel. With one Plate. 1s, net. 

Fragment of an Uncanonical Gospel from Oxyrhynchus. With one Plate. 1s. net. 


Coptic and Syriac 


The Coptic Version of the New Testament, in the Northern 
Dialect, otherwise called Memphitic and Bohairic. With introduction, 


critical apparatus, and Englishtranslation. 8vo. Vols. landII. The Gospels. 
£2 2s. net; Vols. III and 1V. The Epistles. £2 Qs. net. 


fi etraeuangelium Sanctum iuxta simplicem Syrorum versionem ad 
fidem codicum, Massorae, editionum denuo recognitum. Lectionum supel- 
lectilem quam conquisiverat P. E. Pusry auxit, digessit, edidit G. H. 
Gwittram. Accedunt capitulorum notatio, concordiarum tabulae, translatio 
Latina, annotationes. Crown 4to. £2 2s. net. 


Collatio Cod. Lewisiani Evangeliorum Syriacorum cum 
Cod. Curetoniano, auctore A. Bonus. Demy 4to. 8s. 6d. net. 


Latin 


Old-Latin Biblical Texts : small 4to, stiff covers. 

No. I. St. Matthew, from the St. Germain MS (g,). Edited by J. 
Worpswortn. 6s. net. — No. II. Portions of St. Mark and St. Matthew, 
from the Bobbio MS (k), etc. Edited by J. Worpswortu, W.Sanpay, and: 
H. J. Wurre. £1 1s. net. — No. III. The Four Gospels, from the Munich 
MS (q), now numbered Lat. 6224, Edited by H. J. Wurre. 12s. 6d. net. 
—No. IV. Portions of the Acts, of the Epistle of St. James, and of the 
First Epistle of St. Peter, from the Bobbio Palimpsest (s), now numbered 
Cod. 16 in the Imperial Library at Vienna. Edited by H. J. Wurre. 
5s. net. — No. V. The Gospels from the Codex Corbeiensis (ff, or ff) with 
Fragments of the Catholic Epistles, Acts, and Apocalypse from the 
Fleury Palimpsest (h). Edited by E. S. Bucnanay. 12s. 6d. net. 

Nouum Testamentum Latine, secundum Editionem Sancti Hiero- 
nymi. Recensuit I. Worpsworrn, Episcopus Sarisburiensis; in operis 
societatem adsumto H. I. Wurre. 4to. Part I (Gospels), £2 12s. 6d. (Some 
of the fasciculi of Part I can still be obtained separately.) Part II, fase. i 
(Romans), in the press. Part Ill, fase. i (Acts), 12s. 6d. 

Notes on the Early History of the Vulgate Gospels. By 


Dom Joun Cuapman, O.S.B. 8vo. 16s. net. 


Gothic 


Sacrorum Evangeliorum Versio Gothica cum interpretatione 
Latina et annotationibus Erict Benzexi edidit Eowarpus Lye (1750). Large 
4to. £1 10s. net. 
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The Fathers of the Church and 
Kcclesiastical History 


Editions with Latin Commentaries 


Catenae Graecorum Patrum in Novum Testamentum edidit J. A. 
Cramer. Tomi VIII. 8vo. £2 8s. net. 


Clementis Alexandrini Opera, ex rec. Guit. Dinporru. TomilV. 8vo. 
£3 net. 


Cyrilli Archiepiscopi Alexandrini in XII Prophetas edidit P. E. Pusey. 


Tomill. S8vo. £2 9s. 


In D. Joannis Evangelium. Accedunt Fragmenta Varia. Edidit post 
Aubertum P. E. Pusey. Tomilll. 8vo. £2 5s. 

Commentarii in Lucae Evangelium quae supersunt Syriace edidit 
R. Payne Siro. 4to. £12s. Translation, 2 vols. S8vo. 14s. 


Ephraemi Syri, Rabulae, Balaei aliorumque Opera Selecta. See p. 85. 


Eusebii Opera recensuit T. GaisFrorp. 


Evangelicae Praeparationis Libri XV. TomilIV. 8vo. 49s. net. 
Evangelicae Demonstrationis Libri X. TomilI. 8vo. lds. 
Contra Hieroclem et Marcellum Libri. 8vo. 7s, 

Annotationes Variorum. TomillI. 8vo. 17s. 


Canon Muratorianus. Edited, with notes and facsimile, by S. P. 
TREGELLES. 4to. 10s. 6d. 

Evagrii Historia Ecclesiastica, ex rec. H. Vatesu. 8vo. 4s. 

Fl, J osephi de bello Judaico Libri Septem recensuit E. Carpwett. 
Tomill. 8vo. 17s. 


Origenis Philosophumena; sive omnium Haeresium Refutatio e Codice 
Parisino nunc primum edidit Emmanuet Mitter. 8vo. 10s. 


Patrum Apostolicorum Clementis Romani, Ignatii, Polycarpi, quae 
supersunt edidit G. Jacopson. TomillI. Fourth edition. 8vo. £1 Is. 


Reliquiae Sacrae  secundi tertiique saeculi recensuit M. J. Rovurn. 
Tomi V. Second edition, 1846. 8vo. £1 5s. net. 


Scriptorum Ecclesiasticorum Opuscula recensuit M. J. Rovurs. 
Tomill. Third edition, 1858. 8vo. 10s. 


Socratis Scholastici Historia Ecclesiastica Gr. et Lat. edidit R. Hussry. 
TomillIl. 1853. S8vo. 15s. net. 


Sozomeni Historia Ecclesiastica edidit R. Hussry. Tomi III. 8vo. lds. net. 


Theodoreti Ecclesiasticae Historiae Libri V rec. T. Garsrorp. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 
Graecarum Affectionum Curatio rec. T. Gaisrorp. 8vo, 7s. 6d, 





Notitia Scriptorum SS. Patrum. By J. G. Dowze.  8v0. 
7s. 6d. net. 
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Editions with English Commentaries 
or Introductions 


St. Athanasius.  Orations against the Arians.. With an account of his 
Life by W. Bricur. Crown 8vo. 9s. 


Historical Writings, according to the Benedictine Text. 
With an introduction by W. Bricur. Crown 8vo. 
10s. 6d. 


St. Augustine. Select Anti-Pelagian Treatises, and the Acts of the 
Second Council of Orange. With introduction by W. Bricur. Crown 8vo. 
[Out of print. | 


St. Basil : on the Holy Spirit. Revised text, with notes and introduction, 
by C. F. H. Jonnsron. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Barnabas, Editio Princeps of the Epistle of, by Archbishop Ussher, as 


rinted at Oxford, a.p. 1642. With a dissertation by J. H. Backxuovse. 
mall 4to. 3s. 6d. 


Canons of the First Four General Councils of Nicaea, Con- 


stantinople, Ephesus, and Chalcedon. With notes by W. Bricur. Second 
edition. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Eusebius’ Ecclesiastical History, according to Burton’s text, with 
introduction by W. Brieur. Second edition. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 


EKusebii Pamphili Evangelicae Praeparationis Libri XV. 
Revised text edited, with introduction, notes, English translation, and indices, 
by E. H. Girrorp. 4vols. [Vols. I, II, text, with critical notes. Vol. III, 
in two parts, translation. Vol. IV, notes and indices.] 8vo. £5 5s. net. 
(Vol. III, divided into two parts, containing the translation, £1 5s. net.) 


The Bodleian Manuscript of Jerome’s Version of the 


Chronicles of Eusebius, reproduced in collotype, with an intro- 
duction by J. K. Fornrertncuam., 4to, buckram. £2 10s, net. 


John of Ephesus. See p. 85, Translation, by R. Payne Smirn. 8vo. 10s. 


Philo: about the Contemplative Life; or, the Fourth Book of 


the Treatise concerning Virtues. Edited, with a defence of its genuineness, 
by F. C. Conyzpeare. With a facsimile. 8vo. 14s. net. 


Socrates’ Ecclesiastical History, according to Hussey’s Text, with 
introduction by W. Bricut. Second edition. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 


Tertulliani Apologeticus adversus Gentes pro Christianis. Edited by 
T. H. Bryptey. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 


De Praescriptione Haereticorum: ad Martyras: ad Scapulam. 
Edited by T. H. Brnptey. Crown 8vo. 5s. net. 
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Works of the English Divines. 8vo 


Sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries 
Editions of Hooker and Butler 


Hooker’s W orks, with Walton’s Life, arranged by Jonn Kester. Seventh 
edition, revised by R. W. Cuuncn and F, Pacer. 3vols. 12s. each. [Vol. II 


contains the Fifth Book. ] 


Introduction to Hooker’s Ecclesiastical Polity, Book V. 


By F. Pacer. Second edition. 5s. net. 
The T ext, as arranged by J. Krentz. 2vols. 11s. 


The Works of Bishop Butler. By W. E. Gravsrone. 2 vols. 


14s. each. Crown 8vo, Vol. I, Analogy, 5s. 6d.; Vol. II, Sermons, 5s. 


Studies subsidiary to the Works of Bishop, Butler. 


Uniform with the above. 10s. 6d. Crown 8vo, 4s. 6d. 





Pearson's Exposition oFTHECREED. Revised by E. Burton. Sixth edition. 10s. 6d. 


Mrvor THeotocicat Works. Edited by E. Churton. 2 vols. 10s. 
Encuiripion THEeotocicum Anti-RomanumM. 
I. Jeremy Taytor’s Dissuasive from Popery, and Real Presence. 8s. 
II. Barrow’s Supremacy of the Pope, and Unity of the Church, 7s. 6d. 
Ill. Tracts by Waxe, Parrick, ST1LtInGFLEET, CLacett, and others. Ils. 
Appison’s EvipEences. 3s. 6d. net. 
Autrx’s Works. 4 vols. 5s. each. BentLey’s SERMONS. 4s. 
Biscor’s History or tHE Acts. 9s. 6d. 
Bracce’s Works. Svols. £1 19s. 6d. 
Burt’s Works, with Netson’s Life. Ed. by E. Burton. 8 vols. £2 9s. 
Burnet’s Exposrrion or THE XXXIX Arricies. 7s. 
Butter’s Works, 1849. 2 vols. Sermons. 5s. 6d. Analogy. 5s. 6d. 
CierRGyman’s Insrrucror. Sixth edition. 6s. 6d. 
Comper’s Works. 7 vols. £1 lls. 6d. 
Few.’s ParapurasE on St. Paut’s Episties. 7s. 
FLEEtwoop’s Works. 3vols. £1 ls. 6d. 
Haut’s Works. Edited by P. Wynter. 10 vols. £3 3s. 
Hammonn’s ParRAPHRASE ON THE New TeEstaMENT. 4 vols. 20s. 
PARAPHRASE ON THE Psatms. 4 vols. 20s. 
Horsery’s Works. 2vols. 8s. Hoorer’s Works. 2vols. 8s. 
Jackson’s (Dr. THomas) Works. 12 vols. £3 6s. 
JEwEL’s Works. Edited by R. W. Jelf. 8 vols. £1 10s. 
Lestie’s Works. 7 vols. 40s. 
Lewis’ (Joun) Lire or Wicuir. 5s. 6d. Lire or Pecocx. 3s. 6d. 
Lewis’ (THomas) Ornternes Hepraicar. 3 vols. 16s. 6d. 
NEwcomBeE’s OxBsERVATIONS. 6s, net. 
Parrick’s THEoLocicat Works. 9 vols. £1 Is. 
Sanperson’s Works. Edited by W. Jacobson. 6 vols. £1 10s. 
Scorr’s Works. 6vols. £1 7s. SMALRIDGE’s Sermons. 2 vols. 8s. 
SHeErtock’s Discourses. 4 vols. 49s. net. 
STILLINGFLEET’s Or1GINEs SacrakE. 2 vols. 9s. 
Grounps oF Protestant Reticion. 2 vols. 10s. 
STanHore’s ParapHRASE. 2 vols. 10s. TAVERNER’s Postits. ds. 6d. 
Watt's History or Inrant Baptism. By H. Cotton. 2vols. £1 Is. 
Warertann’s Works, with Life by Van Mildert. 6vols. £2 lls. 
DocrrinE oF THE Evcuarist. S3rded. Cr. 8vo. 6s. 6d. 
WHEATLEY’s ILLUSTRATION OF THE Book or Common Prayer. 558. 
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Early Ecclesiastical History 


The New Testament in the Apostolic Fathers. By a Com- 
mittee of the Oxford Society of Historical Theology. 8vo. 6s. net. 

The Origins of Christianity. By C. Bree. Edited by T. B. Srrovs. 
8vo. 19s. 6d. net. : 

The Church’s Task under the Empire. With preface, notes, 
and excursus, by C. Bice. 8vo. 5s. net. 

Bingham’s Antiquities of the Christian Church, and other Works. 
10 vols. 8vo. £3 3s. ; 

The Church in the Apostolic Age. By W. W. Suretey. Second 
edition. _Feap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Harmonia Symbolica: Creeds of the Western Church. By C. 
Heurtiry. 8vo. 6s. 6d. 


A Critical Dissertation on the Athanasian Creed. By 
G. D. W. Ommanney. 8vo. 16s. _ 

Ecclesiae Occidentalis Monumenta Luris Antiquissima : 
Canonum et Conciliorum Graecorum Interpretationes Latinae. Edidit 


C. H. Turner. 4to, stiff covers. Tom. I, Fasc. I, pars I, 10s. 6d. net; pars 
II, 21s. net. Tom. II, pars I, 18s. net. 


The Key of ‘Truth: being a Manual of the Paulician Church of 
Armenia. By F. C, Conypeare. 8vo. és. net. 
si Seinig and Christian Archaeology, being an offprint of Studia 
iblica, Vol. V. By C. F. Rogers. 8vo. ds. net. 


Kcclesiastical History of Britain, etc 
Sources 


Adamnani Vita S. Columbae. Edited, with introduction, notes, 
and glossary, by J. T. Fowter. Crown 8vo, leather back. 8s. 6d. net. 
With translation, 9s. 6d. net. 


Baedae Opera Historica. Edited by C. Prusorer. Two volumes. 
Crown 8vo. 21s. net. 


Councils and Ecclesiastical Documents relating to Great 
Britain and Ireland. Edited after Spelman and Wilkins, by A. W. Happan 
and W. Srusss. Medium 8vo. Vols. I-III, £313s. 6d. net. Also Vol. II (Parts 
I and II) and Vol. III, separately, 14s. net per volume. 

Nova Legenda Angliae, as collected by John of Tynemouth and 
others, and first printed 1516. Re-edited 1902 by C. Horsrmay. 2 vols. 
8vo. £1 16s. net. 

Wrycelif. A Catalogue of the Works. By W. W. Suirtry. 8vo. 3s. 6d. 

Select English Works. By T. Arnotp. 3 vols. 8vo. £1 Is. net. 
Trialogus. First edited by G. Lecutrr. 8vo. 7s. 


Cranmer’s Works. Collected by H. Jevxyns. 4 vols. 8vo. £1 10s. 


‘Cranmer’s’ Catechism with the Latin Original, Edited by 
Epwarp Burton (1829). 8vo, with woodcuts. 7s. 6d. net. 
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Records of the Reformation. The Divorce, 1527-1533. Mostly 
now for the first time printed. Collected and arranged by N. Pocock, 2 vols. 
£1 16s, 


Primers put forth in the reign of Henry VIII. 8vo. 5s. 


The Reformation of Ecclesiastical Laws, as attempted in the 
reigns of Henry VIII, Edward VI, and Elizabeth. Edited by E. CanpweEtt. 
Svo. 6s. 6d. 


Conferences on the Book of Common Prayer from 1551 to 
1690. Edited by E. Carpweutt. Third edition. 8vo. 7s. 6d. net. 


Documentary Annals of the Reformed Church of 
England ; Injunctions, Declarations, Orders, Articles of Inquiry, etc, from 
1546 to 1716. Collected by E. Carpwett. 2 vols. 8vo. 25s. net. 


Formularies of Faith set forth by the King’s authority during 
Henry VIII's reign. 8vo. 7s. piaxS 

Homilies appointed to be read in Churches. By J. Grirrrrus. 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

Hamilton’s Catechism, 1552. Edited, with introduction and 
glossary, by T. G. Law. With a Preface by W. E. Giapstone. 8vo. 12s. 6d. 

Noelli Catechismus sive prima institutio disciplinaque Pietatis Christianae 
Latine explicata. Editio nova cura G. Jaconson. 8vo. 5s. 6d. 


Sylloge Confessionum sub tempus Reformandae Ecclesiae edit. Subjic. 
Catechismus Heidelbergensis et Canones Synodi Dordrecht. 8vo. 8s. 


Histories written in the seventeenth (or early 
eighteenth) and edited in the nineteenth century 


Stillingfleet’s Origines Britannicae, with Lxoyn’s Historical 
Account of Church Government. Edited by T. P. Pantry. 2 vols. 8vo. 10s. 

Inett’s Origines Anglicanae (in continuation of Stillingfleet). Edite 
by J. Grirrirus. 1855. 3vols. 8vo. 15s. 

Fuller’s Church History of Britain. Edited by J. S. Brews. 
1845. 6vols. Svo. £2 19s. 6d. net. 

Le Neve’s Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae. Corrected and con- 
tinued from 1715 to 1853 by T. D. Harpy. 3vols. 8vo. £1 10s. net. 

Strype’s Memorials of Cranmer. 2 vols. 8vo. 11s. net. Life of 
Aylmer. 8vo. 5s. 6d. net. Life of Whitgift. 3 vols. Svo. 16s. 6d. net. 
General Index. 2vols. 8vo. 11s. net. 

Burnet’s History of the Reformation. Revised by N. Pocock. 
7vols. 8vo. £1 10s. 

Prideaux’s Connection of Sacred and Profane History. 2vols. 8vo. 
10s. Shuckford’s Continuation, 10s. 

Gibson’s Synodus Anglicana. Edited by E. Carpwett. 1854. 


8vo._ 6s. 
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Recent Works in English Ecclesiastical History 


History of the Church of England from the abolition of the 
Roman Jurisdiction. By W. R. Dixon. 3rd edition. 6vols. 8vo. 16s. per vol. 

Chapters of Early English Church History. By W. Barcxr. 
Third edition. Withamap. 8vo. 12s. 


Registrum Sacrum Anglicanum : an attempt to exhibit the course 
of Episcopal Succession in England. By W. Srusss. 2nd ed. 4to. 10s. 6d. 


The Elizabethan Clergy and the Settlement of Religion, 1558-1564. 
By Henry Gee. With illustrative documents and lists. 8vo. 10s. 6d. net. 


Liturgiology 


Liturgies, Eastern and Western. Vol. I. Eastern Liturgies. 
Edited, with introductions and appendices, by F. E. Brigurman, on the basis 
of a work by C. E. Hammonp. 8vo. £1 Is. net. 

Rituale Armenorum : the Administration of the Sacraments and the 
Breviary Rites of the Armenian Church, with the Greek Rites of Baptism 
and Epiphany. Edited by F. C. Conyseare; with the Kast Syrian Epiphany 
Rites, translated by A. J. Mactgean. 8vo. 21s. net. 


Cardwell’s Two Books of Common Prayer. £d.3. 8vo. 7s. net. 


Gelasian Sacramentary, Liber Sacramentorum Romanae Ecclesiae. 
Edited by H. A. Witson. Medium 8vo. 18s. net. 

Leofric Missal, with some account of the Red Book of Derby, the Missal 
of Robert of Jumiéges, etc. Edited by F. E. Warren. 4to. £1 10s. net. 

Ancient Liturgy of the Church of England, according to the 
Uses of Sarum, York, Hereford, and Bangor, and the Roman Liturgy 
arranged in parallel columns. By W. Masxett. 8vo. 1ds, net. 

Monumenta Ritualia Ecclesiae Anglicanae : the occasional 


Offices of the Church of England according to the old Use of Salisbury, the 
Prymer in English, and other prayers and forms, with dissertations and 
notes. By the same. Second edition. Three volumes. 8vo. £2 10s, net. 


The Liturgy and Ritual of the Celtic Church. By F. £. 
Warren. 8vo, 16s. net. , 

Sharp on the Rubric. svo. 6s: net. 

Helps to the Study of the Book of Common Prayer. By 


W.R. W. Srepuens. Crown 8vo. Cloth, 2s. 6d. net; also in leather bindings. 
Printed on Oxford India paper and bound with the Prayer Book, from 11s. 6d. 


The Oxford Hymn Book 


Music Edition. Crown 8vo, 3s. 6d. net ; gilt edges, 4s. net ; India 


paper, 5s. net. Words only. Crown 8vo, Is. 6d. net; gilt edges, 
2s. net; India paper, 3s. net. 32mo, cut flush, 6d. net ; cloth boards; 9d. net ; 
India paper, 2s. net. 
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PHILOSOPHY 
Ancient Philosophy 


(For editions, translations, &c., see pages 44-47) 
Greek Theories of Elementary Cognition from Alcmaeon to 
Aristotle. By J. I, Beare. 12s, 6d, net. 
Plato’s Doctrine of Ideas, By J. A. Srewarr. 8vo. 6s. net, 


Mediaeval and Modern Philosophy 


Opera hactenus inedita Rogeri Baconi. Edited by Rosenr 
STEELE. 8vo, Fasc. I, De Viciis Contractis in Studio Theologie. 45s. net. 
Fasc. II, Communium Naturalium Lib. I. 10s. 6d. net. 


Ioannis Saresberiensis Policratici Libri VII recognovit com- 
mentario etc instruxit C. C. J. Wess. Twovolumes. S8vo. 36s. net. 
Bacon’s Novum Organum, edited, with introduction,’ notes, etc, 
by T. Fowrter. Second edition. 8vo. lis. 
Novum Organum, edited by G. W. Krreur. 8vo. 9s, 6d. 
Bentham’s Introduction to the Principles of Morals and 
Legislation. Crown 8vo. 6s. 6d. 


The Works of George Berkeley, formerly Bishop of Cloyne. With 
prefaces, annotations, appendices, and an account of his Life and Philosophy, 
by A.C. Fraser. New edition (1901) in crown 8vo. Four volumes. £1 4s. 

Some copies of the 8vo edition of the Life are still on sale, price 16s. 

Selections from Berkeley, with introduction and notes, for the use of 
Students. By the same Editor. Fifth edition. Crown 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

The Cambridge Platonists: being selections from their Writings, 
with introduction by E. T. Campacrac. Crown 8vo. 6s. 6d. net. 

Leibniz’s Monadology and other Philosophical Writings, translated, 
with introduction and notes, by R. Larra. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 

Locke’s Essay. Collated and annotated with prolegomena, biographical, 
critical, and historical, by A. C. Fraser. Twovolumes. 8vo. £1 19s. 
Locke’s Conduct of the Understanding. Edited by T. Fowzzn. 

Extra feap 8vo. Qs. 6d. ’ 

A Study in the Ethics of Spinoza. ByH.H. Joacum.  8yo. 
10s. 6d. net. 

Hume’s Treatise of Human Nature. Edited by L. A. Srxsy- 
Biccr. Second edition. Crown 8vo. 6s. net. 

Hume's Enquiries. Edited by L. A. Setsy-Biecr. Crown 8vo. Second 
edition. 6s. net. 

British Moralists, being Selections from writers principally of the 
eighteenth century. Edited by L. A. Setsy-Bicer. Two volumes. Crown 
8vo. 12s. net. Uniform with Hume’s and Berkeley’s Works. Peeat 

Butler’s Works, edited by W. E. Gravsrone. Two volumes. Medium 
Svo or Crown 8vo Vol. I (Analogy) 14s. or 5s. 6d, Vol. II (Sermons) 14s. or 5s. 

The Optimism of Butler’s Analogy. The Romanes Lecture, 
1908. By Henry Scorr-Hottann. 2s. net. 
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Recent Philosophy 


Kant’s Theory of Knowledge. By H. A. Pricuarn. 8vo. 6s. 6d. net. 


The Logic of Hegel, translated from the Encyclopaedia of the Philo- 


sophical Sciences, with Prolegomena, by W. Wattace. Second edition. 
Two volumes. Crown 8vo. 10s. 6d. each. 


Hegel's Philosophy of Mind, translated, with five introductory essays, 
by W. Wattace. Crown 8vo. 10s. 6d. 

Lotze’s Logic, in Three Books—of Thought, of Investigation, and of 
Knowledge. Translated by B. Bosanquer. Seconded. 2vols. Cr.8vo. 12s. 

Lotze’s Metaphysic, in Three Books—Ontology, Cosmology, and 
Psychology. Translated by B. Bosanquer. Seconded. 2vols. Cr. 8vo. 12s. 


Bluntschli’s Theory of the State. Translated from the sixth 
German edition. Third edition, 1901. Crown 8vo, half-bound, 8s. 6d. 

Green’s Prolegomena to Ethics. Edited by A. C. Bravuzy. Fifth 
edition, 1906. With a Preface by E. Catrp. Crown 8vo. 6s. net. 

Types of Ethical Theory, by J. Marrmeav. Third edition. Two 
volumes. Crown 8vo. lds. 

A Study of Religion : its Sources and Contents. By the same 
author. Second edition. Two volumes. Crown 8vo. lis. 

The Principles of Morals. By T. Fowzer and J. M. Witson. 8vo. 
14s. Also, separately—Part I, 3s. 6d. Part II, 10s. 6d. 

Logic; or, The Morphology of Knowledge. By B. Bosaxaver. 
Two volumes. 8vo. £1 Is. net. 

Lectures and Essays on Natural Theology and Ethics. 
By W. Wattace. Edited by E. Carrp. With portrait. 8vo. 192s. 6d, 
Studies in History and Jurisprudence. By Rt. Hon. J. Bryce. 

1901. 2vols. 8vo. £1 5s. net. 
The Theory of Good and Evil. By H. Rasnpat. 8yvo. 2 vols. 
14s. net. 


The Herbert Spencer Lectures. svo. 1905, by Freventc Harrison. 


9s. net. 1906. TheVoluntaryist Creed. By AusEron Herpenr. 2s. net. 1907. 
Probability, the Foundation of Eugenics. By Francis Gatron. ls. net. 
1908. Individualism and After. By Bensamin Kipp. Is. net. 


An Introduction to Logic. By H.W. B. Josepn. 8vo. 9s. 6d. net. 
Essay on Truth. By H.H. Joacum. 8vo. 6s. net. 
The Ethical Aspects of Evolution. By W. Beverr, 6s, net. 


Elementary Logic 


The Elements of Deductive Logic. By T. Fowzer. Tenth 
edition, with a collection of examples, Extra fcap 8vo. 3s. 6d. 


The Elements of Inductive Logic. By the same. Sixth edition, 
Extra fceap 8vo. 6s. In one volume with Deductive Logic, 7s. 6d. 
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ORIENTAL LANGUAGES 


See also Anecdota Oxoniensia, pp. 98, 99. 


Sacred Books of the East 


Translated by various Scholars, and edited by the late 


Right Hon. F. Max Mutter. Forty-nine volumes 
An Index Volume (Vol. L) is in the press. 


Sacred Books of India. Brahmanism 
Twenty-one volumes 
Vedic Hymns, Part I, translated by F. Max Mitten. Part II, translated 
by H. Otpenzserc. Two volumes (XXXII, XLVI). 18s. 6d. net and 14s, net. 
Hymns of the Atharva-veda, translated by M. BLoomFietp. 
One volume (XLII). 2is, net. 


j The Satapatha-Brahmama, translated by Jutius EaceEtinc. 


Five volumes (XII, XXVI, XLI, XLIII), 12s. 6d. net each ; 
(XLIV), 18s. 6d, net. 


The Grihya-Sitras, translated by H. OLpENBERG. 
Two volumes (XXIX, XXX), each 12s, 6d. net. 
The Upanishads, translated by F. Max Mixier. 
Two volumes (I, XV Second edition), each 10s. 6d. net. 
The Bhagavadgita, translated by KAsuinAtu Trimpax TELANG. 
One volume (VIII), with the Sanatsugatiya and Anugité. 10s. 6d. net. 
The Vedanta-Siitras, with Sankara’s Commentary, by G. Tursaurt. 
Two volumes (XXXIV, XXXVIII), each 12s. 6d. net. 
The third volume (XLVIII) with Ramanuga’s Sribhéshya. 25s. net. 
_ Vol. XXXIV—Part I of the Vedanta-Sitras—is temporarily out of print. 
The Sacred Laws of the Aryas, translated by G. Bénuer. 
Two volumes (II (Second edition) and XIV), each 10s. 6d. net. 
The Institutes of Vishnu, translated by Jutius Jotty. 
One volume (VII). 10s. 6d. net. 
Manu, translated by Grornc Biuter. One volume (XXV). Is. net. 
The Minor Law-books, translated by Jutius Jotty. 
One volume (X XXIII, Narada, Brihaspati). 10s. 6d, net. 


Jainism and Buddhism. ‘Twelve volumes 


The Gaina-Siitras, translated from Prakrit by H. Jacost. 
Two volumes (XXII, XLV). 10s. 6d. net and 12s. 6d. net. 
The Saddharma-pundarika, translated from Sanskrit by H. Kerry. 
One volume (XXI). 12s. 6d. net. 
Mahayana Texts, by E. B. Cowett, F. Max Miitter, and J. Taxaxusvu. 
One volume (XLIX). From the Sanskrit. 12s. 6d. net. 
The Dhammapada and Sutta-Nipata, translated by F. Max 
Miter and V. Fauspért. One vol. (X, Ed. 2). From the Pali. 10s. 6d. net. 
Buddhist Suttas » translated from the Pali by T. W. Ruys Davins, 
One volume (XI). 10s. 6d. net. 
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RETURN TO the circulation desk of any 
University of California Library 


or to the 


NORTHERN REGIONAL LIBRARY FACILITY 
Bldg. 400, Richmond Field Station 

University of California 

Richmond, CA 94804-4698 





ALL BOOKS MAY BE RECALLED AFTER 7 DAYS 

2-month loans may be renewed by calling 
(510) 642-6753 

1-year loans may be recharged by bringing books 
to NRLF 

Renewals and recharges may be made 4 days 
prior to due date 
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